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CURRENT TOPICS. 


® ARRANGEMENTS for the annual provincial meeting 
» Incorporated Law Society are now far advanced, 
ill be found detailed in another column. In the 
sts of the profession it is to be hoped that many 
the gentlemen who intend to favour the meeting 
papers will devote their earnest attention to the 
ule of rules about to be passed into law, so that 
the new procedure comes into operation, we may 
ithe benefit of the suggestions of those best calcu- 
Mi to advise upon the many points of difficulty which 
fain to arise. 





rgesutts of the course of management of which 
plained last week became conspicuous enough on 
esday evening, when in committee on the Judica- 
Bill between twenty and thirty amendments were 
led on before any of the movers responded. All that 
done on that evening was to insert a new clause, 
by the Attorney-General, supplemental to section 
the Act of 1873, and intended to restrict the ex- 
of judicial patronage, and to rivet the fetters 
the Treasury seeks to impose on appointments to 
The effect of the new clause is that upon the 
mence of any vacancy in any of the offices of the 
fis no appointment shall be made thereto for a month 
Mut the assent of the Lord Chancellor, given with 
newrrence of the Treasury, and that the Lord 
lor may, with the concurrence of the Treasury, 
the making of any appointment to such 

for any period not later than the Ist of 

, 1877, making temporary provision for the 
large of the duties of the office. Another clause, 
don the motion of the Attorney-General, provides 

he existing chamber clerks of the judges shall be 

ible for appointment to the like office, and shall be 
i to receive a salary not less than they now 
On Thursday evening a somewhat similar 

le occurred; many movers of amendments were 
ni, and a considerable number were postponed until 
ort. The chief Government amendments were to 
weout rule 3 of order 56, relating to the delivery of 
of printed evidence or pleadings, and rules 5 to 
sinelusive, of the same order, which, we are happy to 
will get rid of the mischievous rule—to which a 
eepondent last year drew attention in these columns, 
i which Mr. Gregory most properly raised an objec- 
Ron the motion paper—providing that any party 
iting a copy of any affidavit filed by any other party 
tean office copy. The only remaining important 
ment amendment was one to order 61, to omit 
and 8, the effect of which will be that no judge 

Me Court of Appeal will sit during the Long Vaca- 


i 





[SRE HAS BEEN a good deal of rather ignorant talk 
Aig the week with reference to the course taken by 
ace Brett in abstaining from inflicting hard 





labour on Colonel Baker, which has culminated in the 
speech of Dr. Kenealy on Thursday evening. It has been 
said that if John Jones, bricklayer, had been convicted 
of a similar offence he would have been sentenced to 
hard labour; and that since Colonel Baker has es- 
caped it, there is one law for the rich and another for the 
poor. Now, in reality, the fact that Colonel Baker has 
not been sentenced to hard labour is the best possible 
proof that punishments are equal for all classes. Surely 
at this time of day it cannot be necessary to repeat such 
an elementary rule as that the same nominal punishment 
is not always the same real punishment. Some indi- 
viduals, as Bentham phrased it, by reason of their edu- 
cation, family connections, and condition in the world, 
present a greater surface for punishment to act upon. 
Rossi, in his T'raité de Droit Pénal, besides dividing the 
sanction pénale into mal direct and mal indirect, sub- 
divides the former into two branches : (1) the bodily suf- 
fering inflicted, and (2) the consequences of the sen- 
tence on the culprit—such, for instance, as infamy, in- 
terruption to business, change of habits, &c. Now it 
is obvious that in both these branches many degrees may 
exist. Hard labour, which to the dock labourer is 
merely irksome, to the habitué of London clubs, would, 
as Mr. Justice Brett truly said, be simply torture. Loss 
of reputation and deprivation of luxuries are no penalties 
to men who have no reputation to lose and no luxuries to 
give up; to others they may be among the bitterest in- 
gredients of the sentence. The reason for giving the 
judge a discretion as to the term of imprisonment, and 
whether it shall or shall not include hard labour, is to 
enable him to adapt the punishment to the varying cir- 
cumstances in life of criminals, and it would be well if 
every judge performed this function with so much dis- 
crimination as did Mr. Justice Brett in the recent case. 





THE GENTLEMAN who reports for the Times on the 
Home Circuit has recently been favouring the public with 
some general remarks on the state of business at assizes. 
The drift of his suggestions seems to be, so far as we can 
make it out, that more judges are sent down to try cases 
at the assizes than are needed; that in most towns two 
or three days are ample time for two judges to getthrough 
the business, and consequently that one judge would get 
through it in five or six days. “ Thus,” he says, “ it is 
clear that a single judge could discharge the business 
at most of the towns, and that several could be spared to 
sit in the metropolis during the circuits to try the causes 
there, and thus to prevent any arrears.” It appears to 
us that the writer, in his haste to air his theories of re- 
form, has neglected to verify the facts upon which he 
bases his suggestions. He is, no doubt, misled by his 
experience of the Home Circuit, the places on which, ex- 
cepting the last, to which London causes come, are com- 
paratively insignificant country towns with few prisoners 
and fewer causes. It is wholly and ludicrously untrue 
with regard to many circuits that too much time is al- 
lowed or that fewer judgescould conveniently dothe work. 
On the Midland and Northern Circuits most of the assize 
towns are the centres of counties teeming with manufac- 
turing industry. The criminal business at such places as 
Durham and Derby is frequently extremely heavy, and it 
has been a matter of constant observation on the Mid- 
land Circuit that sufficient time is not allowed for some 
of the places. The statement of a correspondent of the 
Times, who wrote to back up the reporter, shows a singular 
ignorance of the real state of business in the towns on 
the Midland and Northern Circuits when he suggests 
that a single judge would be sufficient for these circuits. 
At the present Midland Assizes, had it not been for an 
extraordinary amount of “ going off ” in the cause lists 
at some places, the work could not have been got through 
in the allotted time, and, as it was, there occurred the 
usual free employment of commissioners. 

The Times reporter seems to have allowed his zeal for 
reform to lead him to be oblivious of the fact that if, 
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instead of two judges sitting for three days, a single 
judge is to sit for six days at each place on a 
circuit, the circuit must take more time, and the 
judge must consequently be withdrawn longer from 
his metropolitan work. As far as we can see, the 
thing is about as broad as it is long. And there 
is a consideration which would show the advantage 
to be in favour of two judges for three days, in- 
stead of one for six. The Z'imes reporter has favoured 
the public with another Jeremiad on the evils and miseries 
inflicted upon suitors by reaton of protracted attendance 
at the assizes waiting for their causes to come on. His 
scheme would certainly inflict these evils on pro- 
vincial suitors to a greater extent than they exist 
at present. Take, for instance, the case of Lin- 
coln at the last assizes. The number of special 
juries there was a fair one for a country town— 
we believe somewhere about eight or nine. So far as 
any one could tell, that number of special juries might re- 
present a great many days’ work. If that had proved to 
be the case, the time allowed at Lincoln would have been 
too short rather than too long. It happened, however, 
that nearly all these causes were very rapidly disposed 
of, and by the middle of the afternoon of the second day 
of the assizes the judge in the civil court was trying 
prisoners. All the suitors and witnesses were, therefore, 
free in two days; whereas if one judge only had been 
available the crime must have been taken first, and all 
the suitors and witnesses would have kicked their heels 
in idleness, if not for the whole assizes, at any rate for a 
much longer time than they did. 

We can understand the idea which is working in the 
minds of the Z'imes reporter and his fellow-correspondent. 
It is that not nearly enough time is given to the metropolis 
for the trial of special juries. That is, no doubt, true. 
The provision for the transaction of the metropolitan civil 
business is probably not so large in proportion as that 
made for transacting the business of small provincial 
towns. That is a good reason for increasing the provi- 
sion for transacting the metropolitan business, but not 
for 1endering the provision for country business in- 
adequate. It must be remembered there are but two 
assizes a year on most circuits. Itis a great hardship 
for a suitor that his cause should be made a remanet from 
the Summer Assizes in the country, which would happen 
if the time allowed was shorter or the number of judges 
was decreased. The real truth is, that though to some ex- 
tent a re-arrangement of business is wanted, the present 
staff of judges is barely adequate to the work they have 
to perform. It has been over and over again pointed out 
that the number of judges was far larger in proportion 
to the population and business of the country in by- 
gone times than it is now. There were nearly as many 
common law judges when the population was only half 
what it is now. 





Ir WILL BE REMEMBERED that in Ex parte Cohen (20 
W. R. 69, L. R. 7 Ch. 20) the Court of Appeal in 
Chancery held that where a person who had executed a 
series of renewals, each made within twenty-one days, 
and without any fresh advance, of an unregistered bill 
of sale of the whole of his property, upon filing a petition 
for liauidation allowed the last renewal to be duly re- 
gistered, the bill of sale was void as against the trustee 
in the liquidation, as being an assignment of the whole 
of the debtor’s property to secure a past debt. In de- 
ciding Ramsden v. Lupton (22 W. R. 129, L. R. 9 Q. B. 
17), Lord Coleridge was careful to express his full con- 
currence in the decision in Hx parte Cohen, and pointed 
out that it was not affected by the conclusion arrived at in 
the case before him. It would seem, indeed, to need little 
consideration to show this, for granting that under the 
decisions at common law on which Ramsden v. Lupton 
put the coping-stone, the bill of sale was not invalid 
under the Bills of Sale Act, 1854, it was obviously quite 
another question whether it was not invalid under the 





Bankruptcy Act, 1869. There seems, nevertheless, tg 
have been an inipressiun that the two decisions were ip. 
consistent, and in Ex parte Stevens, heard by the Chief 
Judge on Friday last week, where the facts were nearly 
identical with those in Hx parte Cohen, it was y 
strongly urged that the effect of Ramsden v. Lupton 
was to destroy the real ground of the decision in Ry 
parte Cohen. The Chief Judge, however, held that the 
last of a series of bills of sale, though duly registered, 
was void as against the trustee in bankruptcy, inag. 
much asit was an assignmentof the whole of the bankrupt’s 
property to secure a past debt. As the misapprehension 
appears to have prevailed, it may be well to remind our 
readers that the little device whereby the provisions of 
the Bills of Sale Act may be successfully evaded ag 
against execution creditors will not avail as against the 
trustee in bankruptcy or liquidation of the debtor, if the 
bill of sale comprises the whole of his property, and no 
new advance is made on the occasion of the execution of 
the renewed bill. 








THE DEFENCE OF INSANITY. 


We took occasion some time ago, in connection with the 
Homicide Bill of the session of 1874, to make some 
remarks on the subject of insanity as a defence in 
cases of murder. Attention has been again recalled to 
the subject by the summing up of Mr. Justice Brett in 
the Penge murder case, and in another trial for murder 
reported in the Times of the 25th ult., in which, as the 
reporter expresses it, “‘the defence set up, insanity, 
supported by the usual medical evidence, was dealt with 
in a very decided manner by the learned judge, who dis. 
tinctly repudiated the medical theory of insanity as a 
defence against a charge of crime.” We do not exactly 
know what is meant by the “medical theory” of in 
sanity; but the language of the reporter sufficiently 
indicates that there is an antagonism of spirit and feel. 
ing between lawyers and doctors with regard to the 
subject of insanity as a defence for crime, and that he 
shares the general feeling or prejudice of his profession, 
We say prejudice, because though doctors are prejudiced 
in one direction, we think lawyers have a tendency to be 
prejudiced in the other. We are free to admit that the 
extent to which certain specialists, sometimes called in 
the jargon of the medical press “ alienists,” would carry 
interference with personal freedom and responsibility is 
somewhat alarming, and may excuse, even if it does not 
justify, the tendency of the lawyer, and, indeed, the 
general public, to suspicion and dislike of the “ scientific” 
view of insanity. Proposals that everybody who is given 
to drink in excess should be treated as insane naturally 
suggest mistrust of the attitude of doctors towards 
insanity. There is no seeing where we may get to when 
so wide a door is opened. Any person with somewhat 
less than the average amount of self-control and pm 
dence may be included in such sweeping de finitions of 
insanity as are to be found in some medical writings. 
The truth is, that the mind of the medical man is apt 
to be thrown off its equilibrium with regard to general 
questions of social and political economy by the constattt 
observation of the very close connection which exists 
between mental and physical phenomena. The doctor 
sees that vicious habits and acts are constantly con- 
nected with morbid states of body and defects of 
physical organization, and that these states and defects 
are very largely hereditary and the creatures of eX 
ternal conditions. He is led by this too far for 
general purposes—sometimes even too far for his owt 
special purpose—towards a materialistic view. The 
answer which common sense immediately supplies 1% 
that the only logical result of a purely materialisti¢ 
view is the denial of all personal responsibility, and 
such a denial, whether true in, the abstract or not, is 
inadmissible for the purposes of social and political life. 
It is a revival of the old controversy between the doctrines 





Prreseeeeraeae Pees SEH EESEEAPEREESSESRREEERSESESSSESE E 


jug. 7, 1875. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


767 





—_~ ~ 





ea 

atnecessity and free-will in a new scientific shape. “It 

jsvery unfortunate,” the legislator says, ‘that you were 

secessitated to commit a murder by your physical struc- 

tare, but I am equally necessitated by mine to cause 
to be hanged.” 

But, admitting that many doctors go much too far, oreven 
that the tendency of medical science is to go rather too 
far in the direction of treating insanity as an excuse for 
qime, we have no hesitation in saying that the proposi- 
tions in which the law on the subject of insanity is ex- 

in the authorities are most unsatisfactory, and 
that if doctors go too far in one direction lawyers cer- 
tainly have, in former times, had a tendency to go too 
farin the other. We believe the general tendency of 
the lawyer’s view to be the healthier and sounder, as 
agserting the power of the will and the responsibility of 
the man—both of them truths necessary to the existence 
of any civilized community, and the progress of the 
species; but a healthy dislike of all approach to a 
materialistic fatalism may lead toextremes in the other 
direction, and to ignoring palpable facts which cannot 
gafely be ignored. 

The legal propositions with regard to the effect of in- 
sanity as a defence for crime are generally considered to 
becorrectly expressed in Macnaghten’s case. The right 
direction for the jury was there Jaid down to be to ask 
them to consider whether, at the time of the act, the 
accused was labouring under such a defect of reason from 
disease of the mind as not to know the nature and quality 
of the act he was doing, or if he did know it, that he did 
aot know he was doing what was wrong. It is easy 
for a lawyer to see what is the guiding principle involved 
in this proposition. It is not derived from any considera- 
tim of the pathology of insanity. It is the absence of 
the mental elements which constitute what lawyers call 
the mens rea that makes the homicidal act no crime. The 
objection to the legal definition of insanity is that, if 
strictly carried out, it manifestly does not square with the 
common sense of mankind or the facts derived from 
scientific observation with regard to the nature of in- 
aanity. It is based upon abstract and @ priori reasoning 
with regard to the nature of the mind and of crime, and, 
like other theories symmetrical enough on paper, 
itwill not bear the test of actual practice. If the de- 
fnition were strictly applied, many persons would un- 
doubtedly be hanged whose execution would certainly 
be revolting to the common feeling of mankind. It is 
perfectly clear that many lunatics who are considered 
quite mad enough to be deprived of their liberty and 
confined in asylums would not come within the legal 
definition of insanity for criminal purposes. Certain 
lunatics, as, for instance, furious maniacs, may come 
within the legal definition, as being ignorant of the 
aature of the act altogether, or unaware that it is any 
more wrong than any ordinary indifferent action; but 
the common experience of those who have to do with 
lunatics is, we believe, that many classes of admitted 
lunatics, such as are to be found in asylums, are not 
norant of the distinction between right and wrong, 
and are amenable to moral considerations and capable of 
being deterred by fear of punishment, though in a more 
or less inferior degree to sane persons. It would be quite 
impossible that a person confined in a lunatic asylum 
should, if he killed his keeper, be convicted of murder. 

g that a state of facts could be proved at a trial 
for murder which would have justified the confinement 
of the ‘Prisoner in a lunatic asylum, is it consistent 
With justice that the prisoner should be hanged 

use, unfortunately, he was not locked up before 

his murderous instincts broke out? We should say 
thatit is a true legal proposition that the right to personal 
and responsibility for actions in such a case are 
concomitant. If a man is a proper subject for restraint, 
being mentally unfit to control his own actions, he 
lot a proper subject for the application of the criminal 
ley, Practically, this view is acted upon by most judges 
ttiminal trials, the only real difficulty being with 








regard to proof of the state of the prisoner’s mind; but 
it is nevertheless the fact that it is not consistent with 
the strict application of the doctrine in Macnaghten’s 
case. The presence or absence of the capacity for know- 
ing whether the act was right or wrong is not the test 
which is practically applied, 

Probably, however, no substantial difficulty would 
arise with regard to the exact terms of the legal 
definition of insanity, and the fact that it does not square 
with practice, but that, as might not unnaturally be 
expected, cases arise where previously to the act of 
homicide no such sufficient signs of insanity were 
apparent as to lead those about the prisoner to think 
that any disease amounting to insanity existed. In 
some such cases, no doubt, any slight evidence is put 
forward to prove insanity, and a judge of the type known 
as “a strong judge,” taking a professional view hostile 
to the medical witnesses, fetches out of his legal armoury 
the well-proved equipment of propositions contained 
in Macnaghten’s case. The case tried before Mr. Justice 
Brett and reported in the Times was a striking illustra~ 
tion of the practical inefficiency of the legal definition, 
for the jury, notwithstanding a very strong summing up 
in favour of a conviction, found a verdict of insanity. 
The prisoner had in fact been confined in a lunatic 
asylum for melancholia and discharged, and the crime 
was, as far as could be proved, altogether motiveless. 
There were symptoms affecting the prisoner's head, and 
the medical attendant of the gaol and the surgeon of 
police thought the man insane. There was evidence, 
however, of a knowledge of guilt, inasmuch as the 
prisoner said that the deceased killed himself. We 
cannot but think the verdict of the jury entirely justified 
by the facts; but the case seems to us to show the 
danger that exists from the fact of so unsatisfactory an 
expression of the law as that in Macnaghten’s case. 

The difficulty is to find any proper legal definition of in- 
sanity, and in hisevidence before theselect committee above 
alluded to, Mr. Justice Blackburn expressed his inability, 
after anxious consideration, to find one, and his doubt 
whether one would ever be found. Doctors use the term 
“uncontrollable impulse” in relation to certain classes 
of insanity generally known as homicidal or suicidal mania. 
It has reasonably been objected that there is no test of 
uncontrollability. All you know is that the impulse 
has not been controlled. We get here into semi- 
metaphysical considerations which do not seem to give 
much hope of a solution. The truth is that insanity is a 
question of degree, andthe answer tothe question where the 
line should be drawn cannot depend on semi-metaphysical 
propositions and abstractions which do not correspond 
to any accurately ascertained realities about insanity 
Insanity used once to be considered as an affection of the 
immaterial mental portion of the man, and was treated 
with harshness and cruelty as savouring of moral evil ; 
it is now well settled that it is the result of physical 
disease or defect. It seems, on consideration, that being 
so, itis unlikely that a legal definition can be framed 
for the nature of insanity asan excuseforcrime. Health 
and disease are to a very great extent relative terms. 
Some men are much stronger in mind and body than the 
average; others are much weaker and more defective. 
Very few people present the spectacle of a perfect 
harmony and well-balanced equilibrium of all their 
faculties and dispositions. Between the eccentricities 
and unreasonableness that mar social life or render 
families miserable, and the unsoundness or abnormality 
which may culminate in the tragedy of bloodshed, it 
seems to us impossible to draw any line the accuracy of 
which shall be guaranteed by any scientific knowledge 
we have of mind or of matter. There is, however, a 
certain average development, capacity, or condition of the 
mental faculties which we call sanity, though it does not 
admit of expression by any quantity, or of being 
measured or defined with scientific accuracy. We know 
that some persons are sane, and that others are mad. . 
It is not to be wendered at that there are line cases, and 
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that we cannot measure exactly that which is in its nature 
not exactly measurable. 

The definition of insanity for legal purposes cannot be 
strictly precise, inasmuch as it aims at detining what is 
merely a matter of degree; roughly speaking, what is to 
be ascertained, according to our view, is whether the 
prisoner's physical condition is consistent with the possi- 
bility of that average capacity for weighing motives and 
controlling impulses to which the common feeling of 
mankind attributes criminal responsibility. The legal 
proposition at present laid down in theory is that any 
power of self-control, and any knowledge of the wrongness 
of the act, is sufficient to involve absolute criminal 
responsibility. We say, whether rightly or wrongly, 
that this theory will not work in practice. If it is given 
up, we cannot see much advantage in constructing other 
legal definitions less general than the general proposition 
that an insane person is irresponsible. Such definitions 
must contain such terms as “ average capacity,” “ average 
self-control,” and so forth, which in truth define nothing, 
and only amount, in a more or less roundabout way, to 
saying that an insane person is insane. 

It seems to us, in short, that what constitutes insanity 
is rather a question of fact than of law. It is obvious 
that the same difficulty applies to the question, What is 
sufficient evidence of insanity ? as applies to the task of 
constructing a legal definition of insanity. But these 
difficulties are no novelties in law; no one ever succeeded 
in defining “negligence,” or “due diligence,” or “a 
reasonable time,” except in terms more roundabout and 
still vaguer than the original terms. You can only 
decide with reference to the particular case. The idea of 
insanity must have originated in the observation of 
@ phenomenal deviation in particular men from all 
ordinary experience of the relation between men’s words 
and actions and their surroundings; or as a positivist 
would put it, a deviation from certain ordinary sequences 
in human phenomena. This deviation was remarked by 
ordinary observers to be connected with certain physical 
symptoms affecting the appearance of the person affected, 
and medical science, observing scientifically the 
phenomena which are called in the aggregate “ madness,” 
observes and registers the usual physical or mental 
concomitants which constitute or co-exist with it. Thus 
a more or less empirical idea of insanity is constructed. 
It is only by a somewhat similar process of comparison 
and observation of similarities and dissimilarities that 
the question whether any particular individual is sane or 
insane can be dealt with. 

There is one more point of view with regard to this 
question that we should wish to touch upon, which may 
be summed up in the words used by Mr. Baron Bramwell 
in his evidence before the select committee, viz., that to 
see whom you should punish you should see whom you 
can terrify. It follows that, if a madman is still capable 
of being deterred by the fear of death, he ought to be 
hanged. The length of this article forbids our discussing 
the question at length, but we may remark that this 
view goes too far. It is clear that, when deterrent effect 
is spoken of, it means “ deterrent” as regards others, not 
as regards the criminal himself. Hanging is, as regards 
him, no doubt a most effectual deterrent; but not a 
deterrent in the sense intended. If deterrent effect 
towards others is solely to be considered, it follows that 
a madman should be hanged if he commits murder, no 
matter how mad he may be, for his being mad does not 
lessen the deterrent effect of his punishment. Though 
it is true that deterrent effect is the final cause of all 
human punishments, the sense of justice in the minds of 
men must be considered in the application of that prin- 
ciple. The inevitable result otherwise is that convictions 
cannot be obtained, and the uncertainty of punishment 
destroys the effect of the deterrent. Juries will not convict 
men of murder if they suspect them to havebeen labouring 
under so diseased or defective a state of mind as to de- 
prive them of that measure of judgment and self-control 
to which it seems just to attribute criminal responsibility. 





——= 
We have no doubt that a child under seven is, in 
capable of being deterred by the fear of death; we hayp 
also no doubt that a child is aware that to kill a com. 
panion would be wrong. But no one would su 
nowadays that a child under seven should be hanged 
for murder. 
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PRO RATA FREIGHT AND FREIGHT DvUpg 
TO A DERELICT. 
I 


Tux recent case of The Kathleen (23 W. R. 350, LR 
4A. & E. 269) presented one of those difficult cases 
which arise when an accident interrupts a voyage, and 
gives a new form and direction to the contracts attached 
to its performance. 

“When a ship is driven on shore,” says Lawrence, J, 
in Cook v. Jennings (7 T. R. 385), “it is the duty of the 
master either to repair his ship or to procure another, 
and having performed the voyage he is then entitled to 
his freight; but he is not entitled to the whole freight 
unless he performs the whole voyage, except in cases 
where the owner of the goods prevents him; nor is he 
entitled pro raté unless under a new agreement. Per. 
haps,” adds the learned judge, “the subsequent receipt 
of these goods by the defendant might have been evi. 
dence of a new contract between the parties, but here the 
plaintiff has resorted to the original agreement,” and 
therefore, not having performed that agreement, failed 
in his action. (See also per Le Blane, J., in Mulloyy, 
Backer, 5 East, 313.) In these few words that very 
eminent judge has completely summarized the law on 
the subject, but, like all other summaries, it needs a de- 
scriptive comment. : 

The event which creates the difficulty is some inter 
ruption in the voyage, as by storm or capture. If that 
interruption is such as still to leave to the master the 
possibility of carrying the goods to their destination and 
so earning his freight, he is entitled to do so, and for that 
purpose even to vary the contract to the extent of tranship- 
ping the goods; and if, the master being ready and willing 
to do this, the owner of the goods refuses to permit it, he 
may indeed claim his goods, but only on the terms of paying 
the full freight. “The rule of law is very clear, and was 
not disputed at the bar—that the master of a vessel is 
entitled to recover his freight if he has either carried his 
cargo to its destination, or has been prevented from 8% 
carrying it by the act or default of the owner; andif 
by the occurrence of an accident in the voyage delay be 
occasioned, the master may claim a reasonable time to 
carry on the cargo, either in the same ship when repaired, 
or by transhipping it to another vessel” (per Lord 
Kingsdown in Cleary v. M‘Andrew, 2 Moore, P. C. N.S. 
229), Indeed, the right of the master to claim full 
freight in the event of the owner of the goods refusing 
to allow him to tranship was established so long ago 
as’ 1733, in the House of Lords, in Lutwidge v. Grey 
(Abb. on Shipping, p. 388), and his right to tranship and 
recover full freight without regard to the amount paid 
for the residue of the voyage was affirmed in Shipton 
Thornton (9 A. & E. 314). 

What, however, if the master, being unable to carry ol 
the goods through his ship being disabled, refuses # 
provide for their conveyance by transhipment? He has, 
of course, no claim for full freight. The only question 
is, can he claim a pro raté freight? In the absence of 
an exercise of superior authority by a court of competent 
jurisdiction (which will be referred tobelow), this right can 
only arise,as Lawrence, J., says in Cook v. Jennings, “ under 
a new agreement” express or implied, which new agree 
ment must necessarily include, as Lord Ellenborough puts 
it in Hunter v. Prinsep (10 East, 378), “a dispensatiot 
with the duty of further conveyance on the part of the 
owner of the goods.” If, then, the master, acting without 
authority, or, which is the same thing, by procuring the’ 
order of a court not competent to make the order, 
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i — 
the goods, or causes them to be sold, which was the case 
in Hunter v. Prinsep, no such right arises; nor does it 
arise any the more, even if he, acting lawfully as agent 
pynecessity, in consequence of the damaged and decay- 
ing state of the goods, sells them (Vlierboom v. Chapman, 
3M. & W. 230). In neither case does the acceptance 
of the proceeds, when no option any longer exists to have 
the goods carried forward, amount to such a constructive 
tance of them by the owners at the intermediate 
as to make the owners liable to a pro raté freight. 
Nor was such an agreement implied when the goods were 
landed at an intermediate port by the master, on his 
finding his port of destination closed by the enemy, and 
were, after a refusal by the shipper to accept them, sold 
by consent, without prejudice to the rights of either 
(Liddard v. Lopez, 10 East, 526; Osgood v. 
Gurney, 2 Camp. 466). 

But, upon the other hand, it would appear that the 
right to a pro ratd freight may arise from acceptance of 
the goods themselves by the owners, notwithstanding 
thatthe master has not offered to provide for the further 
gonveyance of the goods, or has even refused to do so, 
orhas only procured such conveyance on behalf of the 
owners of the goods. In Lutwidge v. Grey, pro rata 
freight was allowed on goods bound for Glasgow, and 
landed from a disabled ship at Youghall, although the 
master refused to do more than send them forward 
under bills of lading for delivery in Great Britain. In 
luke v. Lyde (2 Burr. 882) the master had not offered 
to have the goods carried forward to Lisbon, their port 
ofdelivery. It is, indeed, said that neither was he re- 
quired to do so, but in the statement of facts it would 
rather seem that he was desired, but declined, to doit. In 
Mitchel v. Darthez (2 Bing. N. C. 555) the master had, 
acting on his own authority, obtained further conveyance 
on behalf of the owners of the goods, and not on behalf of 
the shipowners. And in The Nathaniel Hooper (3 
§umn. 542) the master had at first offered to carry 
forward the goods in the repaired ship, but had after- 
wards, by selling the ship, made it impossible to do so, 
and had thus “ discontinued the offer,’ and the owners 
had accepted the goods with what Story, J., describes as 
“a reluctant acquiescence forced upon them by an over- 
tuling necessity.”” It would almost seem from these 
cases, in all of which pro rata freight to the intermediate 
port was allowed, that acceptance of the goods from the 
disabled ship at the intermediate port will of itself en- 
tile the master to pro ratd freight; their acceptance 
amounting to a tacit renunciation by the owners of their 
tight to insist on the complete performance of the con- 
tract; or that, at least, such acceptance can be deprived of 
thiseffect only by the owners continuing to the last to 
insist on their rights, and accepting only when expecta- 
tim of performance has entirely ceased, and with an ex- 
press reservation of their rights. 

But another aspect of the case is presented when, by 
the interference of a court of competent jurisdiction, the 
ats of the parties are controlled, and the goods are 
dither sold by the court or retained in its custody. “This 
curt,” said Lord Stowell, in 7’he Friends (1 Edw. 246), 
“sits no more than courts of common law do to make 
contracts between parties; but, as a court exercising an 
@uitable jurisdiction, it considers itself bound to 
provide as well as it can for that relation of in- 
terests which has unexpectedly taken place under 
& state of facts out of the contemplation of 
the contracting parties in the course of the transaction.” 
Inthat case the ship and cargo, after capture and re- 
Gpture, were sold to pay the salvage, and the ship having 
gone up to the very mouth of the port of destination, 
half the freight was directed by the court to be paid. 

decision, however, has been strongly dissented from 
it The Nathaniel Hooper (3 Sumn. 550), by Story, J., 
Who observed thatin The Louisa (1 Dod. 317), which 
Occurred a few years later than The Friends, Lord 
Stowell, in similar circumstances, refused pro rata 
t, and thus practically overruled his earlier deci- 





sion, expressly following the decisions at common law. 
And in conformity with the rule that there must be a 
consent or acceptance by the owners to ground a right 
in the master to pro ratd freight, a rule which he de- 
clared to be well settled by the American authorities, 
Story, J., in the case cited, refused pro ratd freight 
on cargo brought in in a disabled ship and 
sold by the court, partly on account of its perishable 
nature and decaying condition, partly to pay duties, and 
partly to pay salvage. As to the first part he said, “ The 
entire voyage neither was nor in fact could have been 
performed, but it was defeated by an extraordinary 
calamity common to the whole adventure, which made 
the sale a sale from necessity at an intermediate port. 
In such a case I consider it to be now well settled that 
no freight whatever is due. . There has been no 
voluntary acceptance of the damaged sagars at an inter- 
mediate port, dispensing with the further carriage of 
them, but an involuntary sale from necessity, to prevent 
them from perishing by a total loss. There is no prin- 
ciple which would justify a pro rata freight under such 
circumstances.” As to those sold to pay duties he said, 
“We cannot presume that the owners have derived any 
advantage from the sale here, and if they have it cannot 
found a right to a pro rata freight, but was accidental 
and without volition and election on their part.” And 
as to the part sold to pay salvage, he reached the same 
conclusion, which, indeed, is in conformity with Luke v. 
Lyde, where no freight was allowed for goods similarly 
sold, which were treated as totally lost. 

It would seem from this that where a sale is made, 
though by a court of competent jurisdiction, if made 
without the consent of the owners, pro ratd freight would 
never be due; though it may be that the same 
kind of “reluctant acquiescence forced upon them by an 
overruling necessity,” which the learned judge considered 
enough to make a voluntary acceptance of the goods by 
the owners, would have been held by him to constitute a 
sufficient acquiescence in the sale, in a case where there 
remained a possibility of completing the voyage. 

(To be continued.) 








s7 s 


Recent Becetsions. 
EQUITY. 


Costs or Inquiries Sunsequent TO DEcREE. 
Krehil v. Park, L.JJ., 23 W. R. 475, L. R. 10 Ch. 334, 


This case may be useful in correcting a misapprehen- 
sion which seems to have prevailed as to the well-known 
rule laid down by Sir Thomas Plumer in Quarrell v. Beck- 
ford (1 Mad. 286), though we confess we can hardly 
understand how it could have been entertained. The 
rule is that where the costs of the suit are given toa 
party they include all the costs; not merely the costs up 
to the decree, but the costs of all inquiries necessary to 
carry that decree into effect. As to the costs of 
inquiries properly instituted, therefore, the decree is 
conclusive, and although the party to whom costs have 
been given altogether fails at the inquiry in establish- 
ing his claim, he will nevertheless be entitled to his costs 
of the inquiry. This rule must obviously be limited to 
the costs of inquiries authorized by the decree. In 
Krehlv. Park it was attempted to extend it to the 
costs of an inquiry the subject of which was a claim not 
within the decree. By the decretal order in the case the 
defendant was ordered to pay the costs of the suit, and 
an inquiry was directed as to the damage, if any, sustained 
by the plaintiffs by reason of the acts complained of in 
the bill. The plaintiffs chose to extend their claims to 
acts not complained of in the bill, but failed in showing 
any damage either in respect of the acts complained of 
in the bill or the acts subsequently made the ground of 
fresh claims. Under these circumstances the Lords 
Justices held that the plaintiffs must be allowed the costs 
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of. the ihquiries properly instituted, but, treating the 
other inquiries as the commencement of a new litigation 
in chambers, which had utterly failed, they ordered the 
plaintiffs to pay the costs thereof. 





COMMON LAW. 
ReaveEst To po ILneGaL Act. 


Dugdale v. Lovering, C.P., 23 W. R. 391, L. R. 
10 C. P. 196. 


This case has been already noticed in connection with 
other cases where a plaintiff has been allowed to recover 
against a defendant costs incurred by him in unsuccess- 
ful litigation (ante, p. 670). We only notice it here for 
the purpose of pointing out the contention raised by the 
defendant. It had already been decided in several cases 
that one who, at the request of another, does an act not 
obviously wrongful to a third person, but which is so in 
fact, and thus incurs a liability to be sued, is entitled to 
recover from the person at whose request he acted the 
costs and damages which he has thus been compelled to 
pay. But the defendant here, who was otherwise liable 
on the authority of these cases, sought to distinguish 
them on the ground that they applied only where a re- 
lation of principal and agent subsisted between the 
parties. Without stopping to inquire whether it could 
be made out that the relation of principal and agent 
existed in all the cases cited (which may be doubtful), 
it is enough to say that the court refused to admit the 
distinction, and held that both their reason and their 
authority applied, whether such a relation did or did 
not exist. It may be added that the case of Dixon v. 
Fawcus (9 W. R. 414, 3 E. & E. 537), which was not 
cited, is a clear authority to the same effect. 


Fravup. 


Dawes v. Harness, C.P., 23 W. R. 398, L. R. 10 
C. P. 166. 


Irlam v. Midland Railway Company, C.P., 23 W. R. 
660. 


Notwithstanding the approach of the Judicature Act 
it is worth while to notice the short point of pleading 
raised in these cases, which involves a question of prin- 


ciple. It is clear law that one who seeks to repudiate a 
contract on the ground of fraud cannot continue to enjoy 
the benefit which was the consideration for the contract. 
The question in the first case was, whether on a general 
plea of fraud it was necessary for the plaintiff to reply 
the defendant’s continued enjoyment of the benefit; 
and the court held that it was not, on the ground that 
the plea was not proved unless the defendant showed 
complete disaffirmance of the contract. In the second 
case the question arose on a replication of fraud to a plea 
which showed an accord and satisfaction. The replication 
being demurred to on the same objection, it was on the 
same reasoning held good. 





Mr. F. 8S. Reilly, the new arbitrator in the European 
Arbitration, will commence his sittings on Monday next. 

The Chief Justice of Madras and his colleague have re- 
fased to recognize the appointment of Mr. Louis Forbes 
to the bench of the Madras High Court, on the ground 
that Government cannot appoint an officer to act for a 
jadge who is himself only acting for another. 

Mr. Serjeant Parry met with an accident at Croydon 
last Sunday evening. In alighting from the train hia foot 
slipped, and he fell heavily on the platform. His hands 
and face were cut, and he was much shaken, but he was 
able to be in court the next day to conduct the prosecution 
against Colonel Baker, 

From @ parliamentary return just issued it appears that 
ihe proposed capital by shares and loans on the 266 local 
Bills of the present session is £49,944,307, In 1866 the 
number was 634, and the capital £175,490,646; in 1873 
the number was 334, and the capital £86,893,943, 


——————— 
<<a 


Rehiews. 


THE MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY ACTS, 


Tuz Marrrep Women’s Property Act, 1870, ann Tay 
Marriep Women’s Property Act, 1870, Amenp. 
mENT Act, 1874: tts RELATIONS TO THE Doctrine 9p 
Separate Use. Wirn Appenpix oF Cases, Srarurzs, 
AnD Forms. By J. R. Grirritu, B.A., Barrister-at, 
Law. Third Edition. Stevens & Haynes. 


Mr. Griffith’s useful little book has reached a third 
edition, and, as will be seen from the title, now include 
the amending Act passed last session. Both Acts are 
well understood and clearly interpreted by Mr. Griffith, 
The present edition concludes with a few cases, &c., and 
forms of equity pleadings; for the latter, however, no 
authority is given, and it is not stated whether they have 
stood the strain of actual experiment. The author hay 
not accepted the invitation given by us in reviewing 
bis second edition (17S. J. 185) to consider the effect of 
section § of the Act of 1870—giving the wife the rents of 
freehold, &c., property—on section 32 of 19 & 20 Vict.¢ 
120, which enables husbands to lease certain lands of 
their wives for twenty-one years ; although a few words on 
the subject would have been useful. Nor has he discussed 
the exact nature of a creditor’s right against separate 
property, a question of some importance, especially with 
respect to the jurisdiction of county courts to assist 
creditors in obtaining payment out of separate estate, 
The author, it is true, expresses an opinion at page 45 
that, subject to the statutory limitation as to value, the 
appropriate remedy is by plaint under the equitable 
jurisdiction of the county court, referring to section 1 of 
38 & 39 Vict. c. 99 (cbviously meaning 28 & 29 Vict.¢, 
99), but as the words there are “all suits for enforcing 
any charge or lien,’ it is important to consider whether 
they refer only to specific charges, especially as it is clear 
(see p. 5 of Mr. Griffith’s work) that a general right to be 
paid out of the separate estate is displaced by an assign- 
ment of the separate estate, and presumably by a specific 
charge thereof, even after bill filed to enforce the right. 
We may add that the edition before us was published 
previously to the decision of Howard v. The Bank of 
England (23 W. R. 303, L. R. 19 Eq. 295), which should 
be noted to section 3 of the Act of 1870. 


ROSCOE’S NISI PRIUS. 


Roscor’s Dicest or THE LAw or EvipENCE ON THE TRIAL 
or Actions at Nist Privs. Thirteenth Edition. By 
Joun C. Day, Q.C., and Maurice Power, M.A 
London: Stevens & Sons; H. Sweet; W. Maxwell 
& Son. 1875. 


There has been no difference of opinion at all as to 
the wisdom of the change by which, in the twelfth edition, 
this valuable, and indeed indispensable, hand-book was 
restored to its original structure; and that structure is 
still retained. A new edition testifies to the extent of 
the demand which is always ready for new editions of so 
popular a work as the present, and only requires that it 
shall be well edited. This is a service which, so far as 
we can judge, has been well rendered, and the cases 
are brought down to the most recent date. We are 
indeed surprised to observe the statement that in an 
action of libel the defendant cannot be interrogated as 
to whether he is the author of the libel, the fact being 
notoriously the other way (though it is true the court 
will exercise a discretion); and the Court of Queen's 
Bench having lately, in Greenfield v. Reay (23 W. R. 732, 
L. R. 10 Q. B. 217), allowed such interrogatories, and 
intimated an indisposition to protect defendants from the 
inquiry. The statement also of the effect of Holmes ¥. 
Simmons (16 W. R. 1024, L. R. 1 P. & M. 523) and 2.¥. 





Rea (L, R. 1 C. C. R. 365) is inaccurate and misleading. 
But we think such slips are not likely to be numerous, 
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god our examination of the new edition would lead us to 
pave confidence in its general accuracy. 

Itshould be added that references are given in foot- 
gotes to the provisions of the Judicature Act, and a cer- 
jain amount of equitable seasoning has been added, in 
rewof the expected change. As to the latter we are 
jnciined to think that it possesses no very high degree of 
value, but it may serve as a beginning to completer 
hbours. As to the former, it was indispensable, but has 
thrown on the editors a labour which must be necessarily 
poth severe and, to a great extent, without return. It 
yould, however, have been long to wait before the new 
law could be so far settled by experience as to make any 

ide thoroughly trustworthy, and the editors have done 
the best under the circumstances. 

One thing alarms us—the growing bulk of the work. 
One of the most useful books ever written, and which, 
notwithstanding its age, may even now often be consulted 
with advantage—Lush’s Saunders—perished, we believe, 
chiefly on account of its enormous bulk, and care must 
betaken that Roscoe does not follow its example. 


ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACTS. 


Taz Enpowep Scuoots Acts, 1869, 1873, anp 1874; 
ARRANGED accorpING To Svupsect-Martrer, witH 
Summary AND InpEx. By E. W. Evyuzs, Solicitor. 
Longmans & Co. 


Mr. Eyles has arranged in a very convenient shape, 
scording to subject-matter, the provisions scattered over 
the three Acts mentioned in the title of his work; and 
he has included the sections of the Charitable Trusts 
Act, 1853, which are incorporated in the Act of 1869. 
He has also appended new marginal notes containing a 
smmary of the provisions of the sections of the Acts, 
andan index. This will sufficiently indicate the character 
of this little work, which will doubtless be of much 
service to trustees and other persons connected with the 
schools to which, from time to time, the Charity Com- 
nissioners, as the successors of the Endowed Schools 
Commissioners, will devote their attention. 








COUNTY COURT IMPRISONMENTS. 


Tat Lord Chancellor has obtained for the House of Lords 
areturn as to the total number, and the results, of the 
county court judgment summonses issued daring the year 
1873, which was selected in preference to 1874, because 
it was thought that many of the summonses issued in the 
latter year might remain still undisposed of. 

The aggregate number of judgment summonses issued 
throughout the 57 circuits was 107,879, of which 80,738 
(r rather more than 75 per cent.) were actually served, 
and of these only about 53,439 (or something over 66 per 
cent.) reached a hearing. In about 10 per cent. of the 
Témaining cases the defendant paid the debt before the 

ing day, and in the other instances an arrangement 
Was probably made, since the plaintiff either withdrew 
summons or failed to appear. The summonses ac- 
tually heard resulted in 40,372 orders for committal (in 
most of the other cases fresh orders were made with re- 
duced instalments), of which about 38 per cent. were never 
acted upon, the total number of warrants actually applied 
for having been 24,948. Of the debtors against whom the 
Warrants were issued 19,306 (over 78 per cent.) were 
Mtrested, but no less than 14,493 paid the claim upon the 
Mtrest, while 4,813 (less than 25 per cent.) was the total 
dumber of imprisonments. Of these again 1,002 were re- 
by payment, and 27 through bankruptcy or other 
§pecial circumstances, during the imprisonment, while 
hea” 784 received the full term of imprisonment in- 


The general result of these figures is that out of the 
number of judgment summonses served daring the 

year about 75 per cent. produced either payment or some 
kind of settlement, and considering the population 

of England and Wales, and the fact tha 880,159 plaints 





were issued in the various courts throughout the year, 
4,813 imprisonments and 3,784 cases of the fall term being 
undergone are certainly not very formidable totals. I 
should be mentioned that during last year the number of 
imprisonments was even less than in 1873, being only 4,203. 
As regards the statistics of the particular courts, Birming- 
ham heads the list with a total of 2,657 jadgment sum- 
monses issued, while on the other hand, in the districts of 
Belford, in Northumberland, and Camelford, in Cornwall, 
such things were unknown. The largest issae within 
any circuit is 6,188 on Circuit No. 7 (which inclades 
Wigan, Birkenhead, and other large towns), the lowest 
being 361 on Mr. Price’s circuit in Norfolk. The district 
in which the greatest number of imprisonments took place 
was Wigan with 163, and this causes No. 7 to surra s all 
the other circaits with a total of 398, wh le on No. 56 (Me. 
Serjoant Petersdorff’s circuit) there were o ly fiva. 





Puates. 


THERE Appears at first sight to be a conflict between the 
provisions of section 4 of the Debtors Act, 1869, and of 
section 12 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, with regard tothe 
power of arrest for a debt arising out of a breach of trust. 
The Debtors Act abolishes imprisonment for debt except 
in a few cases, one of which is the case of a debt due from 
a trustee who has been ordered by a court of equity to pay 
a sum of money in his possession or under his control. By 
section 12 of the Bankruptcy Act, ‘‘ Where a debtor shall 
be adjadicated a bankrupt, no creditor to whom the bank- 
rupt is indebted in respect of any debt provable in the 
bankruptcy shall have any remedy against the property 
or person of the bankrupt in respect of such debt except 
in manner directed by this Act.” The section goes on to 
reserve the rights of creditors holding security on the 
bankrupt’s property, but the Act contains no direction 
with regard to any remedy against the bankrupt’s person. 
And by section 49 it is provided that ‘‘an order of discharge 
shall not release the bankrupt from any debt or liability 
incurred by means of any fraud or breach of trust.” Ina 
case of Cobham vy. Dalton heard by the Lords Justices on 
Monday an attachment had been issued against the defend- 
ant for disobedience of a previous order that he should pay 
a sum of money due from him as a trustee. Before the 
attachment issued the defendant had been adjudicated a 
bankrupt, but he had not obtained an order of discharge, 
nor had the bankruptcy been closed. The question arose 
whether, under these circumstances, the defendant was 
liable to be arrested. The Master of the Rolls was 
disposed to think that he was, bat, without hearing the 
question fully argued, he refused an application to release 
the defendant from custody, with the express intention of 
having the case taken at once to the Court of Appeal. 
The Lords Justices held that the defendant must be 
released. It was strongly urged that the two Acts, the 
Debtors Act and the Bankruptcy Act, which were passed 
in the same session, ought to be treated for this purpose 
asone. But the court held that this could not be done, 
and that, whatever the intention of the Legislature 
might have been, it was impossible to get cver the express 
words of section 12. But they thought that the expla- 
nation of the matter was this. So long as the bankrupt had 
not obtained an order of dis-harge, or the bankraptcy was 
not closed, all the property of the bankrupt must be distrib- 
uted equally among all his creditors, and the creditor ia 
respect of the breach of trust, whose debt was provable in 
the bankruptcy, would take bis share of the assets with the 
others. But after the order of discharge was granted, or the 
bankruptcy was closed, the afver-acquired property of the 
bankrupt would be released from the debts of the credi- 
tors generally, but would remain liable to the claim ia re- 
spect of the breach of trust. In this state of things the 
payment of that c’aim could be enforced by means of the 
arrest of the debtor. Imprisonment for debt had never been 
intended as a punishment, but only as a means of compel- 
ling payment of the debt. So long, there‘ore, as the cestet 
que trust would obtain by means of the bankruptcy proceed- 
ings all that he was entitled to in the way of payment, viz., 
his share of the assets, it was not intended that he should be 
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able to resort to the process of arrest, which, in that state of 
things, would be of no assistance in obtaining payment of 
his debt. But as soon as the condition of things was altered, 
and the debtor could acquire property out of which the pay- 
ment might be made, the remedy against his person might 
be resorted to for the purpose of compelling him to pay. In 
fact section 12 was intended as a substitute for the order of 
protection which under the former Bankruptcy Acts a 
bankrupt who had surrendered generally obtained until the 
time came when he was in a position to apply for his certifi- 
cate of conformity. 


Tr HAS BEEN 8AID that a creditor of a company, who is 
unable to obtain payment of his debt when due, is entitled 
ex debito justitie to an order for the winding up of the com- 
pany (In tre London Suburban Rank, 19 W. R. 763, L. R. 6 
Ch. 641; Bowes v. The Hope, §c., Society, 11 H. I. Cas. 
389). This rule is, however, subject to an important quali- 
fication. For by section 91 of the Companies Act, 1862, 
“The court may, as to all matters relating to the winding 
up, have regard to the wishes of the creditors or contribu- 
tories, as proved to it by any sufficient evidence,” and may, 
for that purpose, direct meetings of the creditors or contrib- 
utories to be summoned. And by section 149 ‘* The court 
may, in determining whether a company is to be wound up 
altogether by the court or subject to the supervision of the 
court ... have regard to the wishes of the creditors or con- 
tributories, as proved to it by any sufficient evidence,” and 
may direct meetings of the creditors or contributories to be 
summoned for the purpose of ascertaining their wishes. In 
Re The West Hartlepool Iron Company, heard by the 
Lords Justices on Friday last week, the company resolved 
ona voluntary winding up, and after this a creditor pre- 
sented a petition for a compulsory order. There was evi- 
dence to show that the majority of the creditors wished to 
have the voluntary winding up continued subject to the 
supervision of the court. Vice-Chancellor Bacon, however, 
held that the creditor was entitled to a compulsory winding 
up. The Lords Justices thought that the evidence was 
sufficient to show what the wishes of the majority of the con- 
tributories were, and that it was unnecessary to direct a meet- 
ing to be summoned. And under these circumstances they 
considered that section 149 applied, and they discharged the 
Vice-Chaneellor’s order, and directed the voluntary winding 
up to be continued under supervision. This decision seems 
to be in strict accordance with that of Vice-Chancellor 
Malins in Re Langley Mill Company (19 W. R. 674, L. R. 
12 Eq. 112), but we believe it is the first case of the kind 
before the Court of Appeal. 


WHAT Is THE ForM of proviso for re-entry which a 
lessor of mines is entitled to have inserted in a lease, in the 
absence of any special stipulation with the intended lessee ? 
In a case of Hodgkinson v. Crowe the plaintiff entered into 
an agreement with the defendant to grant him a 
lease of mines, ‘‘the lease to have all usual and 
customary mining clauses.” There was no other 
special stipvlation in the agreement. The suit was 
instituted for the specific performance of the agreement, and 
a decree for specific performance was made. In settling the 
form of the lease in chambers a question arose whether the 
proviso for re-entry should be limited to the case of non- 
payment of rent, or whether it should extend to a breach of 
any of the covenants and agreements on the part of the 
lessee. Vice-Chanceilcr Bacon held that the lessor was en- 
titled to have the proviso expressed in terms extending to 
any breach of the lessee’s covenants and agreements ; the 
Lords Justices on Friday last week decided that, as there had 
been no special stipulation between the parties, the proviso 
must be limited to the case of non-payment of rent. 








On Thursday evening, in answer to Sir E. Wilmot, Mr. 
C: oss said that the subject of the appointment of a public 
prosecutor had been long under his consideration, and he 
was anxious to bring it to a successful termination. He 
could not give any pledge or make any distinct promise 
as to next session, but he would lay on the table some 
coi espondence on this subject which was carried on during 
the time when his predecessor was in office. 





Appuinturents, Ete. 


Mr. Henry Homzwoop Orawrorp, solicitor, of 
Moorgate-street, City, of Upper Norwood, Surrey, and of 
Beckenham, Kent, has been appointed by Mr. Deputy ang 
Sheriff-elect Breffit to be one of the Under-Sheriffs of 
London and Middlesex for the ensuing year. Mr. Crawforg 
was admitted a solicitor in 1872, and is in partnership 
with Mr. Thomas Fearncombe Chorley, with whom he had 
previously served his articles. 


Mr. Rosert LE, advocate, has been appointed Sherif 
of the Counties of Stirling and Dumbarton, in succeggigg 
to the late Mr. Robert Boyle Blackburn. Mr. Lee wa 
called to the bar in Scotland in 1853, and was, on the for. 
mation of the present Government, appointed an advocats 
depute. 


Mr, Jonn Kay ATHOLE Macponatxp, advocate, has beeg 
appointed Sheriff of the Counties of Ross, Cromarty, and 
Sutherland, in succession to the late Mr. George Dingwall 
Fordyce. Mr. Macdonald was called to the bar in Scotland 
in 1859. He unsuccessfully contested the city of Edin. 
burgh in the Conservative interest at the last gener 
election. 


Mr. Joun Tuomas ParkER, solicitor (of the firm of Cook 
& Parker), of Wellingborough, has been appointed Depaty. 
Coroner for the Eastern Division of Northamptonshire, 
Mr. Parker was admitted in 1869. 


Mr. MarsHaLt Pontirex, solicitor, of St. Andrew's. 
street, Holborn-circus, has been elected Vestry Clerk of 
the Parish of St. Andrew, Holborn, in the place of his 
father, the late Mr. John Pontifex. He was admitteds 
solicitor in 1856, and is clerk to the Armourers and 
Braziers’ Company. 


Mr. Wiiiiam Cartes Wess, barrister, has been ap. 
pointed to act as Senior Police Magistrate and Revenn 
Judge at Bombay, in the absence of Mr. Charles Philip 
Cooper. Mr. Webb isan M.A. of the University of Bombay, 
and was Called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Naster Term, 
1868. 


ed 


New ComMIssioNEers ror TAKING AFFIDAVITS, 

Mr. JoserH Barrert, 5, Leadenhall-street, and Upton, 
Essex (Exchequer). 

Mr. Henry Ricwarp Moyse Betwarp (of the firmof 
Walker & Co.), 5, Southampton-street, Bloomsbury 
(Chancery ; also to administer oaths at Common Law). 

Mr. Wiiutam Drawsrings (of the firm of Drawbridge & 
Rowntree), Scarborough and Falsgrave (Chancery). 

Mr. Grorce Frank Pappock, Hanley (Chancery). 


Mr. Charles Brodie Locock, barrister, has succeeded to 
a baronetcy by the death of his father, Sir Charles Locock, 
M.D. The new baronet was born in 1827, and was educated 
at Trinity College, Cambridge. He was called to the bar 
at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1853, and is an equity 
draftsman and conveyancer. 

The Manchester Guardian gives the following as the list 
of applicants for the office of town clerk» of Preston. 
council will meet to consider the list on the 16th inst: 
—Frederic F. Ayre, Cheltenham ; William Blackhurst, 9, 
Fox-street, Preston; Gregory W. Byrne, 75, Princess 
street, Manchester; W. H. Coates, 88, Old-street, Ashton- 
under-Lyne ; J. Edward Curteis, St. George's Hall, Stone 
house, ne ; Charles Arthur Clulow, Old Broad-street, 
London; Henry Thomas Crofton, 36, Brazennose-street, 
Manchester; F. W. S. Damant, Ventnor, Isle of Wight; 
Guess Garthwaite, 15, Brazennose-street, Manchester ; Charles 
Fryer, 40, Lune-street, Preston ; Henry Hamer, municipal 
offices, Liverpool ; Frederic Johnson, 67, Preston-street, 
Faversham; John Edward Jones, 23, Bucklersbury, 
London; H. N. Knott, Bromyard; John Lidiard, 13, 
King’s-road, Gray’s-inn, London ; James Marten, Sand- 
wich, Kent; Charles Nutsey, 25, St. John’s-hill, Shrews- 
bury; Sam. A. Orton (Orton & Bryan), 14, Ridgefield, 
Manchester ; R. Whittaker Proctor,.6, Westminster-cham 
bere, Victoria-street, London, S.W.; Edward Roberly 
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Qxford-chambers, 71, Lord-street, Liverpool ; Johan J. J: j 
$adlow, 19, Great College-street, Westminster, S.W.; 
Reddish, Glossop, Derbyshire ; Raywood M. Stans- 
Southgate, Halifax; W. M. Taylor, Wellington, 
hire; J. H. Torr, assistant and deputy registrar of 
lebone County Court, London ; William H. Wooldridge, 
wn, Isle of Wight. 








General Currespandenee. 


Tue Case or WILLIAM SMALLBONE. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal,] 

‘Sir,—I have read, and beg to thank you for, the able 
feeding article in your journal of the 31st ult., and in the 
interest of the profession would draw your attention to the 

ings in the House of Commons on Saturday evening 
and to the inclosed copy correspondence with the At- 
torney-General, CHargtrs HENDERSON. 

Reading, Aug. 3. 

{The following is the correspondence referred to by Mr. 
Henderson :—] 

[Copy.] 


The Attorney-General of England. 
Reading, July 24. 


The case of William Smalibone. 


Sir,—I trust you will pardon my addressing you in re- 
ference to the inaccuracies in your statement in the House 
of Commons last Thursday evening in reply to the ques- 
tions put by Mr. C. Lewis, and to express a hope that you 
will kindly inform me of the source from which you ob- 
tained the information upon which that statement was 


In several of the London journals it is reported that 
you stated that Mr. Baron Huddleston “did not discharge 
the prisoner under the writ of Aabeas because his impri- 
sonment was illegal, but because he was old, ill, and un- 
able to pay the money.” Now, Sir, I confidently assert 
that the very contrary was the fact. I was present at the 
hearing, and I appeal to Mr. Baron Huddleston to say 
whether I am correct or not. The whole of his lordship’s 
remarks—and some of them were very strong—were in re- 
ference to the gross illegality of the arrest and imprison- 
ment of this poor old man for eight months for alleged 
“contempt” of the connty court in non-payment of 
£63 11s. costs of an equity suit. In some of the public 

it is reported that the question of the ille- 
ord of the imprisonment was not gone into, and 
t ‘‘if those who conducted Smallbone’s defence 
had drawn the attention of the judge to the state of 
the law, the irregular order could hardly have been made,”’ 
&c. Not only was the question of the legality of the im- 
prisonment gone into before Baron Huddleston, but with 
the Debtors Act of 1869 before him, did he challenge Mr. 
d, the counsel against my client, to point out under 
Which of the six exceptions there mentioned he sought to 
bring the prisoner, and the faint reply was, ‘“‘The 3rd,” 
which the judge ridiculed, remarking that the money had 
mever been in the man’s “ possession or control.” And as to 
drawing the county court judge’s attention to the state of 
the law when the irregular order was made, I beg to 
‘assure you I was not even present, nor was Smallbone then 
professionally represented in the court ; and I respectfully 
@ubmit that, had I been there, it was not my province to 
dictate to the judge my view of the law, but for him to 
administer it correctly, and I subsequently applied per- 
sonally for a suspension of the order several times, but 
was always refused. 
Again apologising for addressing you, I am, yours 
ally, CHarLES HENDERSON, 
Solicitor to William Smallbone, 
[Copy] 
House of Commons Library, July 30. 

Sir,—I have to acknowledge the receipt of your note on 
the subject of William Smallbone’s case, and must refer 

uto my statement made in the House of Commons on 

y evening, and reported in the Zimes of Tuesday, for 
fhe explanations which you ask for, so far as consistently 


with my duty I can give them. I cannot be answerable 
for the misrepresentations which some newspapers have 
made as toallI said on the former occasion.—I am, Sir, 
faithfally yours, RICHARD BaGGALLAY. 
Charles Henderson, Esq., Solr., Reading. 








Obituarp. 


MR. PETER RIGBY WASON. 


Mr. Peter Rigby Wason, barrister-at-law, of Corwar, 
Ayrshire, died about a fortnight ago at the age of seventy- 
seven. Mr. Wason was the son of the late Mr. James 
Wason, of Bristol, and was born in 1798. He was called 
to the bar at the Middle Temple in 1824, and was formerly 
an equity draftsman and conveyancer, being also a member 
of the Western Circuit. He was M.P. in the Liberal in- 
terest for Ipswich, from 1830 to 1837 (with a short interval) 
and again from 1838 to 1842, Mr. Wason was a magistrate 
for Ayrshire. He is succeeded in his estates by his son, Mr. 
Eugene Wason, M.A., of Wadham College, Oxtord, who was 
born in 1846, was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Trinity Term, 1870, and belongs to the Northern Circuit. 
Mr. Wason will be chiefly remembered in connection with 
his celebrated quarrel with the present Lord Chief Baron. 
In 1835 Mr. Kelly was returned as M.P. for Ipswich in the 
Conservative interest, in conjunction with Mr. Dundas, but 
both were afterwards unseated by a parliamentary coms 
mittee. - Owing to the absence of the counsel for-the sitti 
members Mr. Kelly addressed the committee himself, an 
at the following election, being again opposed by Mr. Wason 
at Ipswich, he was charged by the latter with having 
made a deliberate misstatement while addressing the com- 
mnittee. This provoked a challenge to a duel, but Mr. Wason 
declined the meeting and applied for a criminal.informatien 
against his opponent, which was refused by the Court of 
Queen’s Bench. The matter dropped for many years, but 
in 1867, just after Sir Fitzroy Kelly had been raised to the 
bench, Mr. Wason presented a petition to the House of 
Lords reviving his former charges against the Lord Chief 
Baron. In the debate which ensued the reputation of the 
latter was vindicated by Lord Chelmsford and Lord St. 
Leonards, and it was unanimously resolved “ that the peti- 
tion do not lie on the table.’ Mr. Wason then sued the 
proprietor of the Zimes for libel in a report of, and an article 
on, this debate, which gave rise to the celebrated decision of 
the Court of Queen’s Bench in Wason v. Walter (17 W. R. 
169) that a faithful report of a debate in Parliament is pri- 
vileged. He next laid an information at Marlborough-street 
Police-court against Earl Russell, Lord Chelmsford, and Sir 
F. Kelly for conspiring to defeat the course of justice, but 
the magistrate refused to receive the information, and the 
Court of Queen’s Bench refused a mandamus to compel him 
to do so (Ez parte Wason, 17 W. R. 881). 





Sucieties. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


ANNUAL PROVINCIAL MERTING. 


The annual provincial meeting of this society, for the 
present year, will be held at the Town Hall, Liverpool, on 
Wednesday and Thursday, the 13th and 14th of October 
next, on the invitation of the Incorporated Law Society of 
Liverpool. 

It has been arranged, after communication with the 
eon agg Society, that the proceedings shall be as fol- 
ows :— 

Wednesday, '13th of October.—The president will take 
the chair at 11 a.m., and address the meeting. After the 
address of the president, papers contributed by members of 
the society will be read and discussed. The meeting will 
adjourn at 1.30. It will be resumed at 2, and be closed at 
4o'clock. In the evening the members of the Incorporated 
Law Society, attending the meeting, will be entertained at 
dinner by the Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool. 

Thursday, 14th of October.—The meeting will be resumed 





at 11 a.m., when the reading of papers, and the discussion 
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thereon, will be continued unti] 4 p.m., with the exception 
of an interval of adjournment between 1.30 and 2 p.m. 

Arrangements will be made by the Liverpool Society to 
enable the members who may remain in Liverpool over 
Friday, the 15th of October (the day following the meeting), 
tomake marine or other excursions. 

The honorary secretaries of the Liverpool Society, 
Mr. J. H. Kenion and Mr. R. S. Cleaver, of 14, Cook- 
street, Liverpool, will be happy to give any further in- 
formation with regard to the meeting on application to 

em. 

Members wishing to attend the mecting are requested to 
communicate with Mr.; Williamson not later than the 25th of 
August next, in order that the best arrangements for the con- 
venience of the members may be made. 

Members desirous of reading papers at the meeting 
must be good enough to send them to Mr. Williamson on 
or before the 25th of September next. 

Subject to the control of the chairman, each gentleman 
attending the meeting will be at liberty to speak, and to 
vote upon any matter under discussion; but all resolu- 
tions expressive of the sentiments of the meeting, will be 
framed in the form of recommendations or requests, only, 
to the council to take the subjects of such resolutions into 
their consideration. 





Courts. 


THE RAILWAY COMMISSION.* 


Jane 22, 23 ; July 5.—Foreman and Others vy. Great Eastern 
Railway Company. 


Coal Traffic—Scale of charges—Undue preference—Railway and 
Canal Traffic Act, 1854, s.2. 


A railway company made a scale of charges for the conveyance 
of coal from various ports on their line. Commencing with a 
=. minimum charge of 9d. per ton for a distance not exceeding six 
miles it increased up to twenty miles at the rate of ld. per 
ton for each additional mile, and for the distance between 
twenty and sixty miles at the rate of about 4d.a mile, and 
above sixty miles at the rate of about 1d. a mile. The reduc- 
tion of rates in proportion to distances was not carried out 
mile by mile, apparently to avoid fractions, but between 
twenty and sixty miles at every two miles, and above sixty 
miles atevery four miles, so as to maintain throughout a 
difference of not less than 1d. between two consecutive rates. 
The rates of the scale were lower by 8d. a ton than the local 
coal rates of the company. It did not appear that there was 
a greater disproportion in relation to distance in the charges 
than in the cost of carriage to the company. 

Held, that if the principle on which the scale was graduated 
was a fair consideration of the cost to the company of carry- 
ing coals for the different distances, it was not a valid objec- 
tion to the scale that it was better adapted to the business of 
some merchants than of others, and that its low rates for lon 
distances were useless to those who dealt in the sea-borne coal. 

The company charged according to the ports’ scale, and in some 
cases even lower, in carrying coal from an inland town to 
several of the ports, the object being to enable inland coal to 
compete with the sea-borne coal at those ports. 

Held, that merchants at one of the ports could not, so far as 
their trade at the port was concerned, complain of the reduc- 
tion from the local rates, as at the port itself they did not 
use the company’s line for their traffic, and the Railway and 
Canal Traffic Act does not prevent a railway company from 
having special rates of charge to a terminus to which traffic 
can be carried by other routes or by other modes of carriage 
with which theirs is in competition. 

Held, further, that with respect toa town near the port, mer- 
chants residing at the port could not complain of the low rate 
to that town from the inland towns, unless such rate was 
lower than in proportion to the rate from the port. 

But it being shown that the rate from the inland town to other 
towns was in sume cases less than the ports’ scale, the com- 
pany was enjoined from continuing such discrepancy. 

Injunction also granted as to loading at the port direct into 
trucks on the quay, such loading having been prohibited by 
the company when the coal] was intended for places on a 
certain part of their line. 


This was an application by William James Foreman, 
Garson Blake, and William Palmer, coal merchanta and 
shipowners, of Great Yarmouth, under section 2 of the 





* Reported by W. H. Macnamana, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 





Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, for an order enjoin. 
ing the Great Eastern Railway Company to desist from 
giving an undne preference in respect of the carriage of 
coals from Peterborough to Norwich and Great Yarm 
and from Peterborough to the various stations between 
Peterborough and Great Yarmouth, as compared with the 
carriage of coals from Great Yarmouth to Norwich, anj 
from Great Yarmouth to the various stations between 
Great Yarmouth and Peterborough ; and further enjoining 
the defendants to permit and to afford all reasonablg 
facilities for the loading of coals from ships lying along. 
side of the quay into trucks on their line of railway at the 
harbour of Great Yarmouth. 

It appeared that the applicants imported coal in their 
own ships from ports in the North of England to Great 
Yarmouth, and forwarded the coal to various stations on 
the defendants’ railway between Great Yarmouth and 
Peterborough. ‘The applicants’ coal traffic was chiefly 
confined to Norwich and places between Yarmouth and 
Norwich. The application stated that defendants’ rates 
for carrying coals from Yarmouth to stations at whici 
applicants dealt were out of proportion and unreasonabl 
greater than the rates charged from Peterborough to such 
stations, and were made for the purpose of undaly favoum 
ing the carriage of in-borne coal as against sea-borne coal, 
and of diminishing the natural advantages of the position 
of the applicants at Yarmouth, by reason of the greater 
proximity of Yarmouth to the said stations. 

Holl, and Walter Macnamara, appeared for the appli. 
cants. 

Littler, Q.C., and Marriott, for the defendants. 

The defendants put in a scale of rates, which were 
inclusive of carriage and terminals, applicable to coal 
from the various parts of their district of country. 

At the conclusion of the applicants’ case, 

Littler submitted that no case had been made ont for 
the defendants to answer. 

The Court said they were of opinion that a primd, facie 
case of undue preference had been made out, which the 
defendants must justify. 

Littler asked for a case for a superior court, as provided 
by section 26 of the Regulation of Railways Act, 1873, 

Holl submitted that section 26 applied only to a final 
decision and not to an interlocutory one, and further that 
there was a prima facie case of undue preference for 
defendants to answer. 

The Court declined at that stage of the proceedings to 
entertain the application for a case. 

The defendants offered no evidence. 

Holl then argued the matter.—The defendants have given 
an undue and unreasonable preference and advantage in 
favour of a particular description of traffic. The scale of 
charges to Norwich and such places has the effect of 
diminishing the natural advantages to which the position 
of the applicants at Yarmouth, by reason of its greater 
proximity to those places, entitles them, and, just in the 
proportion by which those natural advautages are dimin- 
ished, an undue preference is given to the Peterborough 
dealers, and the applicants are subjected to an undue 
prejudice. 

Littler replied. 


The Court subsequently delivered the following judg- 
ment :— 

The applicants in this case are coal merchants at Great 
Yarmouth, and complain that the coal rates of the Great 
Eastern Company to various places on their lines—as, for 
example, to Norwich—are very much higher in proportion 
to distance from Yarmouth than from Peterborough. The 
coal the applicants deal in is brought to Yarmouth by sea 
and is thence sent inland by rail, but being an expensive 
coal, the railway is used only to carry it to places near. To 
these places coal is also brought from Peterborough, and 
this coal competes successfully with the sea-borne coal, 
and its ability in this respect is attributed by the com- 
plainants to the practice of the railway company, in their 
opposition to the carriage of coal by ship and their efforts 
to attract it to themselves, of charging much less in pro- 
portion for long distances than for short ones. 

The company have a scale of rates, which are inclusive of 
carriage and terminals, applicable to coal from the various 
porta of their district of country. Commencing with & 
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gisimum charge of 9d. per ton fora distance not exceeding 
gxmiles, it increases up to twenty miles at the rate of 1d. 
pet ton for each additional mile, and for the distance be- 
tween twenty and sixty miles at the rate of about jd. a 
and above sixty miles at the rate of aid. a mile. But, 
apparently to avoid fractions, the reduction of rates in pro- 
jon to distance is not carried out mile by mile, but be- 
tween twenty and sixty miles at every two miles, and 
sixty miles at every four miles, so as to maintain 
bout a difference, where there is one, of not less than 
ald. between two consecutive rates. Under this scale, 
qal is carried from Yarmouth in owners’ waggons for 2s, 
for twenty miles, for 3s. 2d. for forty miles, 3s, 11d. for 
sity miles, and 4s. 5d. for eighty miles. The rates of this 
wale are low at all points down to zero—lower by 8d. a 
ton than the local coal rates of the company in other parts 
of their system, as from Cambridge, for instance; but as to 
their comparative amounts for the different mileages, it 
does not appear that there is a greater disproportion in re- 
lation to distance in these charges than in the cost of 
carriage to the company; and if the principle on which the 
sale is graduated is a fair consideration of the cost to the 
company of carrying coal for the different distances, it is 
nt a valid objection to the scale that it is better adapted 
tothe business of some merchants than of others, and that 
its low rates for long distances are useless to those who 
deal in the over-sea coal. We do not think, therefore, that 
the complaint of the manner in which the scale is gradu- 
sed can be sustained. 

But besides being applicable to coal from the ports 
of the Great Eastern Railway, this scale is also applied 
patially to coal from Peterborough, and upon this is 
founded the next complaint of the applicants. In general 
the coal from Peterborough is carried at rates much in 
excess Of those in the ports’ scale. For instance, the 


charge to Thetford, fifty-one miles from Peterborongh, 
is 4s, 4d., the charge for this distance according to the 
wale being only 3s. 7d. But coal consigned to London or 
ports on the Great Eastern, or to places easily accessi- 
blefrom London or those ports, is treated exceptionally, 
ind carried in some cases according to the ports’ scale, in 


others at even lower rates. Thus, to Yarmouth, a distance 
of 100 miles, the rate is only 3s, 5d., and the complainants 
illege that the company carry at that rate to Yarmouth 
purposely to influence the competition between land and 
ia Carriage, and to exclude them from the market. As, 
however, the complainants do not, as far as their trade in 
Yarmouth itself is concerned, use the Great Eastern Rail- 
my at all, the company cannot be said to prefer other 
tflic to theirs, nor does the Traffic Act prevent a railway 
company from having special rates of charge to a terminus 
towhich traffic can be carried by other routes or other 
modes of carriage with which theirs is in competition. 
But the Great Eastern charge specially low rates from 
Peterborough, not only to London and the ports, but to 
cher places besides, to which there is no competing ronte. 
rich is the example of such other places taken by the 
wpplicants. Norwich is eighty-one miles from Peter- 
borongh, and the coal rate is 4s. 4d., or less than it 
# to Thetford, which is only fifty-one miles from 
Peterborough; and there can be no doubt that 
the reason of this is that if the ordinary Peterborough 
nie for eighty-one miles was charged, the coal would find it 
t to contend against the sea-borne coal from 
Yamouth. But to prove that the applicants are aggrieved 
tad prejudiced by the rate, it must be shown, not that it 
Wunequal as compared with Thetford, but as compared 
With the rate from Yarmouth; and the answer of the 
Company is that in this and similar cases they carry from 
ugh at the rates at which they oarry from 
Tarmonth, and that as the coal merchants from these 
Spposite directions are treated alike and according to one 
md the same scale of charges, they, the company, com. 
uit no infringement of the Act. We think that more 
this cannot be required from the company under the 
and we have already said that we cannot find fault 
scale, 
The only point, then, on which we have to remark is 
it was stated in evidence that in some of those 
cues the coal from Yarmonth is charged rather more, 
wd the coal from Peterborough rather less, than the 
ts, and we shall enjoin that these, and all 





similar discrepancies to the disadvantage of the applix 
cants, shall be corrected. 

The applicants further complain that they are 
prevented under a recent order of the company 
from loading coal, as formerly, directly from their 
ships into railway trucks at Yarmouth at the quay- 
side, where the company have a line of rails, if the coal is 
destined for stations on their East Suffolk line ; and they 
ask that the company may be enjoined to afford al? 
reasonable facilities for loading trucks directly from their 
ships. The answer of the company admits this cause of 
complaint, and states that arrangements have been made 
to afford all the facilities asked for. It appeared, how- 
ever, at the hearing that the order against loading was 
still in force, and that the applicants could get no infor- 
mation as to the nature and extent of the new arrange. 
ments contemplated by the company, and under these 
circumstances we think an injunction, such as the appli- 
cants call on us to grant, ought to issue. We also grant 
the applicants one-half of their costs, to be paid by the 
company. 

Solicitors for the applicants, Cowdell, Grundy, $ Browne, 
for Wiltshire, Great Yarmouth. 

Solicitor for the defendants, W. H. Shaw. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
WoLvERHAMPTON. 
(Before A. Martrvzav, Esq., Judge.) 
Aug. 3.—Jones v. Th: Montmore Ircn Comza iy. 


Clerk and Cashier—Length of notice required in absence of 

custom, 

In this case Mr, Thomas Jones, sued Messrs. John Page, 
James Fellows, & William Edwards, trad ing as the Mon. 
more-lane Iron Company, at Willenhall, to recover the sum 
of £42 2s, as salary in lieu of three months’ notice. 

Page (of the firm of Flewker & Page) appeared for the 
plaintiff, and stated that for a period of over fourteen 
years the plaintiff had been employed by the late Mr. Dea- 
kin as chief clerk and cashier st his works at Willenhall, 
of which, after his (Mr. Deakin’s) death, the present de= 
fendants became the purchasers. The plaintiff’s salary, 
according to his statement, was £6 15s. per fortnight, and 
in addition he had an allowance for rent of residence at the 
rate of £3 103., paid quarterly, and a further allowace of 
£4 10s. for rates and taxes. On'the death of his late em- 
ployer (Mr. Deakin), plaintiff was still retained in his 
position by the executors until they arranged for the dis- 
posal of the business, and on the question arising between 
them as to what notice he was entitled to, plaintiff stated 
that he was entitled to three months, and this the executors 
agreed to. Before, however, the expiration of this term 
the business and works were transferred to the defendants, 
who also continued plaintiff in his position in their service 
as clerk and cashier, at the same remuneration as before. 
Nothing was said at that time as to any formal con- 
tract, or as to the period for which the engagement should 
be, and matters went on for a few weeks, when, to the sure 
prise of the plaintiff, he was one day called into the office 
by the managing partner, and told that the firm had de- 
cided to dispense with his services. No fault was fonnd 
with him in any Way; on the other hand, regret was ex- 
pressed that the firm had found it necessary to come to 
this decision, the cause assigned for which was that the 
office expenses were too heavy and must be reduced, and 
he was offered a fortnight’s notice. This he refused to ac- 
cept, and after several interviews with the managing 
partner without coming to a satisfactory settlement, plain- 
tiff left, and sent in the present claim for three months’ 
notice, which the defendants refused to admit. He con- 
tended that the quarterly allowances for rent, &o., brought 
the engagement under the definition of a yearly hiring, and 
defendants having continued his services without any 
specific contract to alter that position, he was entitled to 
three months’ notice from them to terminate the engage- 
ment, 

Underhill, for the defendants, argued that the engagement 
was an ordinary one, at so much per week, and that a 
fortnight’s notice was all that defendant could claim. 

His Honour said he had looked into all the authorities 
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“on the question raised in this case, but he had not been 
able to find any decision bearing upon it. Reviewing all 
the facts of the case, he said he bad to consider the plain- 
tiff was something more than an ordinary clerk, as he was 
also the cashier, and had to pay the wages of the workmen. 
Therefore his position was one of some responsibility. Un- 
fortunately the difficulty of coming to a decision in this case 
‘was increased by the fact that there was no evidence as to 
what was the custom. In other trades and professions 
there was generally some custom to rule these matters, 
but in this district, at all events, there did not seem to be 
-@ny custom to guide them with reference to persona in 
plaintiff's position. In London the custom appeared to 
be, with regard to clerks, travellers, and so on, to allow 
“ahem three months’ notice, and in a case which Mr. Page 
had referred him to— Fairman v. Oakfield, 5 H. & N. 685— 
the judge stated that when it was left to a London jary to 
-decide what notice a clerk was entitled to they gave three 
months. As he had said, in this district there seemed to 
be no special custom, snd clerks, travellers, and so forth 
were often content with a month or even a fortnight’s 
notice. But deciding the matter as a jury, and looking at 
all the circumstances in this case, he should decide that 
the engagement was a continuation of a yearly hiring sub- 
ject to three months’ notice, and he therefore gave judg- 
ment for the amount claimed, and the costs. 








Parylianent and Leqislation. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 


July 29.—Conspiracy AnD Protection or Property. 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

Clauses up to 7 were agreed to after some verbal amend- 

ments. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR moved the insertion of the 
following clause instead of clause 8 :—“ Every person who 
with a view to compel any other person to abstain from 
doing or to do any act which such other person has a legal 
right to do or abstain from doing, wrongfully and without 

— authority—1l. Uses violence to or intimidates such 
other person or his wife or children, or injures his 
property; or, 2. Persistently follows such other person 
abouttfrom place to place; or, 3. Hides any tools, clothes, 
or other property owned or used by euch other person, or 
deprives him of or binders him in the use thereof; or, 4. 
Watches or besets the house or other place where such 
other person resides, or works, or carries on business, or 
happens to be, or the approach to such house or place; or, 
5. Follows such other person with one or more other persons 
in a disorderly manner in or through any street or road, 
shall be liable on conviction thereof by a court of summary 
jurisdiction, or on indictment, as hereinafter mentioned, to 
a fine not exceeding £20, or to imprisonment, with or with- 
out hard labour, tor a term not exceeding three months, 
Attending at or near the house or place where a person 
works, or is employed, or the approach to such house or 
place, in order merely to obtain or communicate informa- 
tion, and not with a view to intimidate or to deter by 
serious annoyance such person from doing or abstaining 
from doing that which he has a legal right to do or abstain 
from doing, sha)] not be deemed a watching or besetting 
within the meaning of this section. Nothing in this section 
shall prevent any person from being liable under any other 
Act to any other or higher punishment than is provided by 
this section for sny offence, so that no person be punished 
twice for the same offence.’—The new clause was ordered 
to be inserted, the remaining clauses were agreed to, and 
the Bill passed through committe. 


EmpLoyers AND WonrkMEN, 
This Bill passed through committee, 


County Surveyors’ SuperaNNvation (IRELAND). 
This Bil) was read a second time. 


Lusatic Asyiums (IreELanp). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Pustic Works Loans (Money), 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Turnpike Acts ContTINuANCE. 
This Bill was read # second time, 





Puarmacy, 
Thie Bill was read a third time. 


Statute Law Revision. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Cuetsea Bripce. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


July 30.—Counry Surveyors’ SuPERANNUATION (LRetayy 
This Bill passed through committee. h 


Cuetsga Brince. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Forg1GN JURISDICTION. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Pvntic Worxs Loans (Moyey). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Aug. 2.—Counry Surveyors’ SuPERANNUATION (Inmtasa), 
This Bill was read a third time. 


DEPARTMENT OF SCIENCE AND ART. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


ForEIGN JURISDICTION. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Pustic Works Loans (Money). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Mitir1a Laws ConsonipATION AND AMENDMENT, 
This Bill was read a second time, 


Aug. 3.—Vivisection ReGuartion, 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


Turnpike Acts ConTINUANCE. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Lunatic Asyiums (IRELAND). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Frrenpiy Socterizs, 

On the order for the consideration of the Common! 
amendments to the Lords’ amendments in this Bill, Bal 
BEAvcHaMP moved that the Lords should not insist o 
their amendment reducing the insurance for children ft 
burial clubs from £6 to £3.—The motion was agreed to, 


Saxe or Foop anp Drves. 

On the order for considering the Commons’ amendment 
in this Bill, the Duke of Richmonp moved that their lori. 
ships should not agree to the amendments, —The motia 
was agreed to. 


Trarric Recunation (Dusty). 
This Bill was read a second time, 


Foreign JURISDICTION. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


PARLIAMENTARY Evections (ReTuRNING OFFICERS). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


DEPARTMENT OF SCIENCE AND ART. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Aug. 5.—Consriracy AND Protection or PRopPERTY. 
This Bill was read a third time, 
The Lord CHANCELLOR then moved to insert, after clan# 


14, the following clause :—“ The word ‘ maliciously, uel & 


in reference to any offence under this Act, shall be oo 
strued in the same manner as it is required by the 560 
section of the Act relating to malicious injuries to prop 
erty—that is to say, the Act of the session of the 24thé 
25th years of the reign ofher present Majesty, cap. 97,tob 
construed in reference to any offence under such last mer 
tioned.’’—The clanse was ordered to be inserted, and tht 
Bill as amended was passed. 


EmpLoxvers AND WoRKMEN, 

This Bill having been read a third time, 

The Lord CHANCELLOR moved the insertion of the follow 
ing clause:—“In the case of a child, young person, ® 
woman subject to the provisions of the Factory Acts, 18% 
to 1874, any forfeiture on the ground of absence or leaving 
work shall not be deducted from or set off against o claim 
for wages or other sum due for work done before suoh ab 
sence or leaving work, except to the amount of the damag? 
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Coprricut or Desens. 
This Bill passed through cc mmittee, 


Frrnpiy Socrertes, 

On the consideration of the Lords’ amerdments to this 
Bill a number of verbal amendments were agreed to.—The 
CHANCELLOR of the ExcHEQUER moved to disagree with the 
Lords’ amendment reducing the amount for which the lives 
of children under five years of age might be insured 
from £6 to £3.—The Lords’ amendment was disagreed with. 
July 31.—Hovse Occurrers’ DisqvaLiricaTION REeMovAL. 

Sir H. Wootr moved that this Bill be read a third time.— 
The debate was adjourned. 


INFANTICIDE. 

Mr. Cuagtey moved the third reading of this Bill —The 
debate was adjourned. 

Orrences AGAINST THE PERSON. 

On the resumption of the adjourned debate on the con- 
sideration of the Lords’ amendment to this Bill, Sir C. 
Ditkz moved the further adjournment of the debate.—The 
debate was further adjourned. 


Aug. 7, 1875. 
— 
(fsoy) which the employer may have sustained by reason 
ofmeh absence or leaving work.”—The clause was ordered 
tp be inverted, and the Bill as amended was passed, 

Mira Laws ConsonipatTion anp AMENDMENT, 

This Bill passed through committee. 

GoveRNMENT Orricers’ Security. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Lunatic Asyiums (IRELAND). 

This Bill was read a third time. 

Merrorouitan Boarp or Worxs (Loans). 

This Bill was read a second time. 


Trarric Reeunation (Dusiiy). 
This Bill passed through committee. 








HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Jaly 29.—AcricuLTuRaL Hopes, 
The House again went into committee on this Bill. 


Clause 45 (nothing in the Act shall prevent a landlord or 
tenant from entering into such ageeement as they think fit 
or shall interfere with the operation thereof), after some 
awendments had been proposed and rejected, was agreed to. 

— moved to omit clause 46.—The clause was 
omitted. 

Clause 47 was agreed to after being altered so as to 
exclude from the Act holdings of less es two, instead of 


five acres. 
Clauses 48 and 49 were agreed to. 
The committee then considered the postponed clauses. 
Clauses 4, 27, and 28 were ordered to stand part of the 


Mr. DisraEL1 moved a new clause (adoption of parts of 
Act by agreement) to be inserted after clause 45.—The 
¢lause was ordered to be added to the Bill. 

Instead of clause 46 two new clauses, A. and B., were 
moved by Mr. DisRAELI.—The clauses were ordered to be 
added to the Pill. 

Sir W. Harcourt moved a clause providing that on the 
determination of the tenancy a tenant should be entitled to 
compensation in respect of any breach of covenant or other 
et or custom, according to the provisions of the Act. 

landlord was entitled to compensation from the tenant 
in case the tenant committed waste or broke covenants, 
and in this respect landlord and tenant should be placed 
in the same position.—The clause was added to the Bill. 


Cuimney SwEEPeERs. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Sanrrary Laws (Dupin) AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Copyrigut oF Desiens. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


East Inp1a Home Government (APPOINTMENTS). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


_ Merrorotitan Boarp or Works (Loans). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Unsgawortuy Suirs (REMUNERATION). 

The House went into committee, and a resolution was 
passed authorizing the remuneration of any officer who 
might be appointed under the authority of any Act of the 
Hretent session to inspect unseaworthy ships. 


Oren Spaces (Merrorotis) (No. 2). 

This Bill was read a second time. 

; Inp1an LEGISLATION. 
This Bill was withdrawn. 

5 Government Orricers’ SEcuRITY. 
This Bill passed through committee. 

R Miuir1a Laws Consoipation. 
This Bill was read a third time. 

July 30.—Unszawortny Surrs. 

This Bill was read a second time. 

.... Expmine Lawes Continuance, 
This Bill was read a second time, 

_ _ Sanrrary Law (Durum) AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 





Eccrestasticat Commission Act AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
: Coroners (IRELAND), 
This Bill was withdrawn. 
EcctiestasticaL Fres REDISTRIBUTION. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
PARLIAMENTARY Exections (RETURNING OFFICERS). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
GovernMENT Orricers’ SEcuRITY. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
Aug. 2.—Unsgawortuy Sutrs. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Exrraina Laws Contrxvance. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Poor Law AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was withdrawn. 
Cuimney SWEEPERS. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
East Inpra Home GovernmeENT (APPOINTMENTS). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Sratute Law Revision. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
EccrestasticaL Commission Act AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a third time. 
Mercuant Surrrine Acts AMENDMENT (No. 2). 
This Bill was withdrawn. 
EcciestasticaL Frrs REDISTRIBUTION. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Aug. 3.—Nationat Scuoot Teacuers (IRELAND). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Natronat Scuoot Tracuers’ Restpences (IRBLAnp). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Exptrinc Laws ContiInvaNnce. 
This Bill was read a third time. 
Curmney SwEEPERs. 
This Bill was read a third time. 
Srarute Law Reviston. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Sanitary Law (Dupin) AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a third time. 
Aug. 4.—Pvusiic Works Loans. 
This Lill passed through committee. 
* Locat AutHorit1es Loans. 
The House went into committee on this Bill, but progresa 


was at once reported. 


JuprcatuRE Act AMENDMENT. 
The House went into committee on this Bill. 
The ArrorNEY-GENERAL moved a new clause to provide 


the mode in which vacancies in the offices of officers with 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Aug. 7, 187, 





778 


————_ 





in the provisions of section 77 of the Act of 1873 shall be 
filed up.—The clause was ordered to stand part of the Bill. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL also proposed an amendment of 
the clause in the Act of 1873 relating to the chamber 
clerks of judges.—The amendment was agreed to. 

Some amusement was caused by the non-appearance of 
gentlemen who had placed amendments on the paper. 

Sir H. James moved to add to the first schedule a pro- 
viso to the effect that where any action is tried by a jary, 
the costs shall follow the event, in the manner heretofore 
existing in the superior courts of common law, unless 
upon special application, and for good cause shown, the 
jadge before whom such action or issue is tried, or the 
court, shall otherwise order.—The ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
opposed the proviso, Mr. C. E. Lewis supported it.—Sir 
H. James said that as it was impossible at that time of the 
day (a quarter to six) to obtain an adequate discussion of 
this important question, he would withdraw his proviso for 
the present, and bring it up again on the report.—The 
amendment was negatived, and progress at once reported. 


Natrona Scuoot Teacuers (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


East Inp1A Home Government (APPOINTMENTS). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Sratute Law Revision. 
| This Bill was read a third time. 








Heqak Itenrs. 


An address of congratulation upon his elevation to the 
bench, numerously signed by the solicitors and attorneys 
practising in the city and county of Lincoln, was presented 
to Mr. Justice Field, at the judges’ lodgings at Lincoln, on 
Friday, the 23rd ult. 


The following benevolent advertisement appears in the 
Standard of yesterday :— 

THE LEGAL DEFENCE ASSOCIATION OF ENGLAND.—This 
Association has been established in order to enable the Mechanical and 
Working Classes to redress their grievances without incurring the 
heavy lega! costs usually required.—Prospectuses on application to 
the Secretary, 25, Conduit-street, Bond-street, W., where ali necessary 
information may be obtained. 

In a recent case of Harvey v. Hollingham, in the City of 
London Court, before Mr. Malcolm Kerr, the proceedings 
are reported as follows in the City Press :—This was an 
action brought by the plaintiff, Mr. W. C. Harvey, account- 
ant, to recover the sum of £10 agreed to be paid by the de- 
fendant for his services in arranging a composition with 
creditors. Mr. Poole appeared for the defendant. The 
plaintiff said that the defendant, and also Mr. Champion, 
his attorney, in his presence agreed to give him £16 for 
getting the composition deed signed by certain creditors, 
and for issuing circulars on defendant's behalf offering 20s. 
in the pound by four instalments of 5s. each. For the de- 
fence it was stated that plaintiff was acting for certain credi- 
tors at the same meetings which he was charging defendant 
for attending, and it was denied that any retainer had been 
given to him by defendant. His honour observed that he 
was perfectly amazed to find an accountant’s charges in a 
composition case only £10, ‘I'o this Mr. Champion replied 
that they had to pay £100 to another. ‘‘If 80,” said his 
honour, ‘‘I congratulate you upon it. The estate being 
worth £4,000 you got off very cheaply. If you had gone 
into the Bankruptcy Court £2,000 out of the £4,000 would 
have been swallowed up in attorneys’ costs and accountants’ 
charges, while there would have been two or three lawsuits 
out of the case. I think it a most honest case of composi- 
tion, and the only case I ever heard of where the charges 
were fair and reasonable.” Looking at the evidence which 
was given on both sides, his konour told plaintiff that he 
might have a moral right to recover, but he had no legal 
right. Nonsuit. Mr. Poole hoped the Law Institution 
would ‘‘ stop accountants.” 


The fifth annual report of the comptroller in bank- 
ruptey, for the year ending 31st of December, 1874, 
issued a few days ago, states that the number of bank- 
ruptcies during the year 1874 shows an increase of 15 on 





a 
the preceding year. The number of liquidations by 
rangement (4,440), and compositions with creditors (2,5 
and the total liabilities (£20,136,670) of estates ag 
ministered under the several provisions of the Act, again 
show an increase on the previous year. Although thy 
total liabilities in 1874 show an increase of £951,858 ove 
‘the previous year, the assets show a decrease of oye 
£500,000. The total number of estates administer 
under the several provisions of the Act has increased 5 
per cent. in 1874 as compared with 1870; the numb, 
being 5,002 in 1870, and 7,919 in 1874. Tho number of 
discharges granted to bankrupts during the year 1874 way 
82, as compared with 73 in the year 1873. Of this 
number 4 only, as against 10 in 1873, were granted 
the ground that the bankrupts bad, or might have, pai 
10s. in the pound, the remainder, 78, having been granted 
on special resolutions of creditors that the bankruptcy, o 
the failure to pay 103. in the pound, had arisen from oj. 
cumstances for which the bankrnpt could not jastly by 
held responsible. The average cost of realizing and dis. 
tributing the bankrupts’ estates closed during the year 
amounted to 36°39 per cent. of the assets realized (of 
which 19°72 per cent. was law costs, including stamp 
duty), as against 30°33 per cent. in the cases closed in 
1873. This apparent increase in the cost of realization iy 
chiefly attributable to the inferior character of the estates 
closed, the number of estates with assets exceeding 
£2,000 closed in 1874 having been only 10, or 1°81 per 
cent. of the total. Of the increase in the number of com: 
positions registered in 1874 (127), 75 were at rates not 
exceeding 1s. in the pound, the total increase being con 
fined to rates not exceeding 7s. 6d. fm the pound, The 
per-centage of compositions exceeding 7s. 6d. in the pound 
has declined from 34°77 per cent. of the total number 
in cone to 16:05 per cent. of the total number registered 
in 1874, 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday Mr. C. E. Lewis 
asked the Attorney-General whether he had been enabled ts 
make the further inquiries he promised as to the grounds 
upon which Mr. Baron Huddleston discharged from cus 
William Smallbone, who was illegally imprisoned for 
eight months under the order of the county court judge 
at Farnham ; whether the result of such inquiries had no 
been to confirm the statement of the learned baron made in 
his letter to the Attorney-General of the 24th of July, com 
municated to the House on the 26th; and whether he 
would state to the House on whose authority and information 
it was that the Law Department of the Treasury com- 
municated to the Attorney-General the statement read 
him on the 22nd inst., which the learned baron decla 
to be ‘‘absolutely untrue ” so far as he was concerned. —The 
Attorney-Genera}, in reply, said he had never promised 
that he would make further inquiries as to the grounds upon 
which Mr. Baron Huddleston discharged Smallbone from 
prison. The only inquiry he stated would be made was am 
inquiry into the cause of the inaccuracy of the information 
which had been afforded to him as to the proceedings before 
the judge in chambers. As regards this question he had not 
the means himself of making any sufficient investigation 
into matters such as those referred to in the question; 
could only prosecute such inquiries by means of others ; and 
even had he the means, he had not, at this period of the year, 
the time at his disposal necessary for such a purpose. Under 
those circumstances, the only information of which he way 
possessed having been hastily acquired, he did not think that 
he should be exercising a wise discretion were ha to make any 
statement to the House upon the subject.—On the motion for 
going into committee of supply, Mr. C. E. Lewis again call 
attention to the subject, and moved—‘“ That this House has 
learnt with concern and regret that, notwithstanding the 
plain provisions of the Debtors Act, 1869, the county 
court judge at Faraham committed to prison one Williaa 
Smallbone for non-payment of a sum of costs awarded 
against him in a suit in equity, such imprisonment being, 
in the opinion of her Majesty's Attorney-Genera!, stated to 
this House on the 22nd of July, wholly illegal, and extend- 
ing continuously over eight months; that, inasmuch as it 
appears that such imprisonment took place under an order 
of the judge made as upon the commission of a contenu 
court, this House is of opinion that the exercise o the 

wer of committal for contempt of court by county 
judges ought to be placed under greater legislative 
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int.”—The Attorney-General said the man who had 
illegally imprisoned had obtained his release, and 
the liberty of the subject was no longer at issue. 
ing been misinformed, he had made in the first instance 
gisaccurate statement to the House, and the hon. member 
upon him to correct it. That he had not hesitated 
do; and he had made an apology for his mis-statement, 
god had endeavoured to discover how he had been misled. 
Hehad only got notice of the fact on Tuesday, and hon. 
members who were aware how greatly he had been occupied 
since then would know what very little time had been left 
him for making an investigation into the matter. Coun 
qort judges were not responsible to him, and as he h 
gated the day before, however anxious he might be to 
re information, he could not do it himself, but only 
vrcegh the aid of others.—The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer added that he hoped his hon. friend would 
accept the assurance that the matter should not be allowed 
to pass without inquiry, and would be content that the 
se should be left in the hands of the Lord Chancellor, 
io whom it properly belonged.—On a division the motion 
was rejected by 74 to 18. 





Court Papers. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Norics. 


During the vacation until further notice :—All applica- 
tions which are of an urgent nature are to be made to the 
Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon. 

The Vice-Chancellor will sit iu hiscourt at Lincoln’s-inn 
stten a.m. on Tuesday in every week till further notice, for 
the purpose of hearing such applications. 

The necessary papers relating to every application are to 
beleft with, or addressed (under cover) to, Mr. Gloster, at 
the Registrars’ Office, Chancery-lane, before one o’clock on 
Friday previous to the day on which the application is in- 
tended to be made. 

Applications for leave to give notice of motion may be 
made to the chief clerk at chambers. 

No case will be placed in the paper unless notice has been 
previously given at the Registrars’ Office. 

In any case of great urgency the brief of counsel is to be 
sentto the Vice-Chancellor by book-post, or parcel, prepaid, 
accompanied by office copies of the affidavits in support of 
the application, and also by a minute, on a separate sheet of 
paper, signed by counsel, of the order he may consider the 
applicant entitled to, and an envelope capable of receiving 
the papers, and addressed as follows: ‘‘Chancery Official 
letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ 
Office, Chancery-lane, London, wi 
_ On applications for injunctions or writs of ne exeat regno, 
inaddition to the above, there must also be sent a copy of 
the bill, and a certificate of bill filed. 

The papers sent to the Vice-Chancellor will be returned 

the registrar. 

The Vice-Chancellor's address can be obtained on appli- 
cation at his honour’s chambers, No. 11, New-square, Lin- 

s-inn, 

The chambers of the Vice-Chancellor will be open on 
Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday in every 
Week from eleven to one o'clock. 

Vice-Chancellor Bacon’s Chambers, 11, New- 

square, Lincoln’s-inn, July 28, 1875. 


COURT FOR DIVORCE AND MATRIMONIAL 
CAUBES. 
AvENDED AND ADDITIONAL RuLEs AND REGULATIONS, 
(Continued from p. 761.) 


AppiTionaL RuLEs AND REGULATIONS, 
Appearance, 
185. Application for leave to enter an appearance after 
ing has been taken in default heretofore made to 
the judge ordinary on motion in pursuance of rule 20 shall 
er be made by summons before one of the regis- 





—— 


186, I h amet peara 

. In case the time allowed for entry of a nce 
to a citation should be more than eight i ke service 
thereof, a respondent who has entered an appearance may, 
within fourteen days from the expiration of the time 
allowed for the entrance of appearance, file in the regis- 
try an answer to the petition. 


General Rule as to Pleadings. 
187. Either of the parties before the court desiring to 
alteror amend a pleading may apply by summons to one of 
the registrars for an order for that purpose. 


Evidence taken by Affidavit. 

188, In an undefended cause, when directions have been 
given that all or any of the facts set forth in the petition 
be proved by affidavits, such affidavits may be filed in the 
registry at any time up to ten clear days before the cause 
is heard, 

Alimony. 

189. Application for an order for a further and fuller 
answer to a petition for alimony, heretofore made to the 
judge ordinary on motion in pursuance of rule 86, shall 
oe be made by summons before one of the regis- 

rars. 

190. A wife who has obtained a final decree of judicial 
separation, on such decree being affirmed on appzal, or 
after the expiration of the time for appealing against the 
decree if no appeal be then pending, may apply to the 
court by petition for an allotment of permanent alimony 
though no alimony shall have been allotted to her pending 
suit, and the rules from 84 to 88, both inclusive, of the 
rules and regulations for this court, bearing date Decem- 
ber 26, 1865, relating to petitions for alimony pending 
suit as varied by these and other additional rules and 
regulations shall, so far as the same are applicable, be ob- 
served in respect to the proceedings upon such petitions 
for permanent alimony. . 

191. All applications for an allotment of alimony pend- 
ing suit, and for an allotment of permanent alimony hereto- 
fore made to the court by motion ia pursuance of rules 89 
and 91, shall hereafter be referred to one of the registrars 
at the principal registry, who shall investigate the averments 
in the petition for alimony, arswer, and reply, in the 
presence of the parties, their proctors,solicitors, or attorneys, 
and who, if he thinks fit, shall be at liberty to require the 
attendance of the husband for the purpose of being examined 
or cross-examined, and to take the oral evidence of wit- 
nesses, and to require the production of any documents or 
to call for affidavits, and shall direct such order to issue as 
he shall think fit, or refer the application, or any question 
arising out or it, to the judge ordinary for his decision. 

192. Any person heard on the references as to alimony 
before one of the registrars, objecting to the order issued 
under his direction, may (subject to any order as to costs) 
apply to the judge ordinary on summons to rescind or vary 
the same. 

Dismissal of Petition. 

193, When an order has been made for the dismissal of 
& petition on payment of costs the cause will not be re- 
moved from the list of causes in the céurt books without 
an order of one of the registrars, to obtain which it must 
be shown to his satisfaction that the costa have been paid. 


Decree Absolute. 

194. In case application by motion to make absolute a 
decree nisi for the dissolution of a marriage should from 
any cause be deferred beyond six days from the time when 
the affidavit required by rule 80 is filed with the case for 
motion it must be shown by further affidavit that search 
has been made in the proper books up to within six clear 
days of the motion for decree absolute being heard, and 
tbat at such time no person had obtained leave to intervene, 
and that no appearance had been entered nor any affidavits 
filed on behalf of any person wishing tojshow cause against 
the decree nisi being made absolute, and in case leave to 
intervene had been obtained, or appearance entered or 
affidavits filed on behalf of any such person, it must also 
be shown by such further affidavit what proceedings,if any, 
have been taken thereon. 

Custody, Maintenance, and Education of Children. 


195. Rules from 97 to 102, both inclusive, of the rules 
and regulations for this court, bearing date 26th December, 
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1865, shall, so far as the same are applicable, be observed 
in respect to applications by petition, after a final decree 
in a cause for orders and provisions with respect to the 
custody, maintenance, and edacation of children, the 
marriage of whose parents was the subject of the decree 
under the authority given to the court by 22 & 23 Vict. o. 
61, 8. 4. 
Persons of Unsound Mind. 

196. A committee daly appointed of a person found by 
inquisition to be of unsound mind may take ont a citation 
and prosecute a suit on behalf of such persons as a peti- 
tioner, or enter an appearance, intervene, or proceed with 
the defence on behalf of such person as respondent ; but if 
no committee should have been appointed, application is 
to be made to one of the registrars, who will assign a 
guardian to the person of unsound mind, for the purpose 
of prosecuting, intervening in, or defending the suit on 
his or her behalf; provided that if the opposite party ig 
already before the court when the application for the 
assignment of a guardian is made, he or she shall be served 
with notice by summons of such application. 


Protection Orders. 


197. In the affidavit in supp ort of an application on the 
part of a wife deserted by her husband for an order to 
protect her earnings and property acquired since the com- 
mencement of such desertion, the applicant must state 
whether she has any knowledge of the residence of her 
husband, and if he is known to be residing within the juris- 
diction of the court, he must be served personally with a 
summons to show cause why such order should not be made. 


Commission of Requisitions for Examination of Witnesses. 

198. The registrar to whom a commission or requisition 
for examination of witnesses is referred for settlement, on 
application on behalf of the wife, may proceed at once and 
without summons to ascertain what is a sufficient sum of 
money to be paid or secured to her to cover her expenses 
in attending at the examination of such witnesses, and shall 
thereupon issue an order upon the husband to pay or secure 
the said sum within a time to be fixed in such order, 


Costs. 


199. The bond taken to secure the costs of a wife of and 
incidental to the hearing of a cause shall be filed in the 
registry of the Court of Probate, and shall not be delivered 
out or be sued upon without the order of the court. 

200. If more than one-sixth of the amount of any bill of 
costs taxed as between practitioner and client is disallowed 
on taxation thereof, the party on whose application the bill 
is taxed shall be at liberty to deduct the costs incurred by 
him in the taxation from the amount of the bill as taxed, 
if so mach remains due, otherwise the same shall be paid 
by the practitioner to the person on whose application the 
bill is taxed. 

201. The order for payment of costs of suit in which a 
repondent or co-respondent has been condemned by a da- 
cree nisi shall, if applied for before the decree nisi is made 
absolute, direct the payment thereof into the registry of 
the Court of Probate, and such costs shall not be paid out 
of the said registry to the party entitled to receive them 
under the decree xisi until the decree absolute has been 
obtained ; but a wife who is unsuccessful in a cause, and 
who at the hearing of the cause has, in pursuance of rule 
159, obtained an order of the judge ordinary that her costs 
of and incidental to the hearing or trial of the cause shall 
be allowed against her husband to the extent of the sum 
paid or secured by him to cover such costs, may neverthe- 
less proceed at once to obtain payment of such costs after 
allowance thereof on taxation. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Ang. 6, 1875. 
Annuities, April, '’85, 9} 
Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Ex Bills, #1000, > per Ct. 7 pm 
Ditto, £500, Do, 7 pm 
Ditto, 2100 & £200, 7 pm. 
Bank of England Stock, 5 per 
Ct. (last half-year), 25 
Ditte or Account, 


3 per Cent, Consols, 947 
Ditto for Account, Sept, 944 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 95 
New 3 per Cent., 95 

Do, 34 perCent,,Jan,’¥4 
Do. 24 perCent., Jan. 94 
Do. § per Cent., Jan.'73 
Annuities, Jan,’60— 


















INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
Ditto 5 perCent.,July,'80, 1084 ) Ditto,54 per Cnt., May,'9% 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 DOr Cent, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oot. 88,1064 April, ’64 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — D».Do,5 per Cent, , Aug. 3 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 ner Cent.92 | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1099 
nd. Enf. Pr., 5 pC., Jan."72 ) Ditto, dittc, uader £1009 
























































































































































































































RAILWAY STOCK, 
moh 
Railways. | 
sae ailways Pen OF __ {Pala Closing Brie, By Pap 
Stock Bristol and Exeter 100 lio ly 
Stock Caledoni . 100 ut valor 
Stock Glasgow and South-Western ...... | 100 in Lisbon S 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 100 463 vc. 3 
Stock Great Northern .i.......ccssesseeee 100 144 be wo 
Sock! Do.y A Stock® .......c0.cscssseoressereeeeees 100 161 tary 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland ,..... 100 112 at his 
Stock Great Western—Original.....se-scssereeers vows) 100 1164 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire .........s006 . 100 143 
Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast ........006 100 Ne xg 0-3 
Stock) London, Chatham, and Dover..se.csseesesereree 100 auf ie 
Stock London and North-Western ......sesssesereeeees 100 147 Fi oh 
Stock| London and South Western.........ceee cores} 100 122 ios 
Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln . vee) 100 80 xa 
Stock Metropolitan ........ 100 97h 
Stock Do., District 100 333 Kew at 
Stock Midland....... 100 146} by th 
Stock North British . 100 96¢ be wi 
Stock North Eastern,. 100 176 citon 
Stock North London.. 100 17 Wedgr 
Stock North Staffordshire 100 72 prese 
ROU EOIN oo So. cca aceseapanarsepneaenins 100 63 first 
Stock! South-Hastern ....se.cccecseseessseeessereeceesscees ve! 100 120 xd Fog 
* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B, the 
wou 
id Bias tors 
Money MARKET AND Ciry INTELLIGENCE. 

The Bank rate was not changed on Thursday. The pro 
portion of reserve to liabilities has slightly decreased, i 
The home railway market remained firm until Wednesday, and 
when the dividends of the Midland, Bristol and Exeter, - 
and Metropolitan District were announced, and as they HR yup 
were not as satisfactory as was expected, prices drooped, Ba 
and have since remained dull. The foreign market has He 
been quiet, with the exception of Peruvian, of which both 
issues have experienced a considerable fall. Consols closed | 
on Thursday 94} to 3. i 

At the meeting on Thursday of the London and ab 
County Banking Company the report was adopted, Ca 
and a dividend of eight per cent. for the half-year wis * 
declared. The net profits for the past half-year, with lic 
£18,936 brought forward, amounted to a total of £184,856, Pate 
The sum of £6,093 has been reserved to meet the interest ‘ 
accrued on new shares, aud a balance of £82,762 carried fe 
forward. Tomeet the loss, amounting to £213,398, incurred 
through the failure of Messrs. A. Collie & Co., the directors 
have transferred from the reserve fund to a special account 
the sum of £75,000. The reserve fand still amounts t 
£636,896. . 

(ee Ch 
: 
Jo 
BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 7 
BIRTHS. 0 

Biocin—July 30, the wife of E. H. Biggin, 10, Farrar’s- 
buildings, Temple, solicitor, of a daughter. R 











Newron—Aug. 1, at 154, Holland-road, Kensington, the 
wife of Joseph Newbon, of Doctors’-commons, of a daughter. 

Witxinson—Aug. 6, at The Cedars, Teddington, the wife of 
John Wilkinson, of 28, John-street, Bedford -row, of a som, 

Witson—Aug. 1, at 52, West Cromwell-road, Kensington, the 
wife of Arthur Wilson, barrister-at-law, of a son. 



































MARRIAGES, 
GrarE—Mitis—July 29, at St. Mary’s Church, Chigwell, 
Essex, William Frederick Geare, of 5, Regent’s-park- 
and 57, Lincoln’s-inn.fields, to May, eldest daughter of 
George Milis, of Belmont-park, Chigwell. 
Stoxes—SEWELL—Aug. 3, at the parish church, Longa 
Essex, Henry Stokes, barrister-at-law, to Harriet, 
daughter .of William Henry Sewell, of Loughton,Essex. 
WatkEer—Lecu—aAug. 4, at Trinity Church, North Malverm, 
Charles Walker, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, to Gert 
Mary Cornwall, eldest daughter of the late Rev. Hemy 
Cornwall Legh. 





















































DEATH. 
Ruopxs—July 24, at Cleethorpes, Mary Ann, wife of Louis 
Rhodes, solicitor,of Market Rasen, aged 30. 
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LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Tuespay, Aug 3, 1875. 


Browne, Frederick, and George Edward Browne, 19, Margaret st, 
Cavendish square, Middlesex, Attorneys and Solicitors. July 31 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
TuEsDaY, July 27, 1875. 
LimiTeD IN CHANCERY. 

Bly Paper Company, Limited.—V.C. Malins has, by an order dated 
Jaly 23, appointed Edward Gustavus Clarke, Lothbury, to be pro- 
yisional official liquidator. 

Steam Tramways Company, Limited.—By an order made by 

V.C. Malins, dated July 16, it was ordered that the above company 
be wound up. Beddall, Bishopsgate st, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Switary Milk Company, Limited.—V.C. Malins has fixed Aug 5, at 12, 
at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator. 

Faipay, July 30, 1875. 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Anglo-Mexican Mint Company.—By an order made by V.C. Hall, Gated 
July 17, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Freshfields and Williams, Bank buildings, solicitors for the peti- 

, Lim1rep IN CHANCERY. 

Kew and Richmond Tramway Company, Limited.—By an order made 
by the M.R., dated July 22, it was ordered that the above company 
be wound up. Baxters and Co, Victoria st, Westminster Abbey, soli- 
citors for the petitioners. 

Wedgwood Coal and Iron Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented July 29, diracted to be heard before V.C, Malins on the 
first petition day in Michaelmas Term, Mercer and Mercer, Copthall 
court, solicitors for the petitioner. 

West London Tramway Company, Limited.—By an order made by 
the M.R., dated July 22, it was ordered that the above companv be 
wound up. Baxters and Co, Victoria st, Westminster Abbey, solici- 
tors for the petitioners. 

Tvrspay, Aug 3, 1875. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

liguria Gold Mining Company,—By an order made by V.C. Malins, 
dated July 23, it was ordered that the above company be wound up, 
and that Samuel Lowell Price should continue to act as provisional 
liquidator. Vallance and Vallance, Essex st, Strand, solicitors for 
the petitioners. 

Nort Wales Benefit Building Society.—By an order made by V.C. 
Bacon, dated July 24, it was ordered that the above society be 
wound up. Simpson, Moorgate st, agent for Kelly and Co, Mold 
solicitors for the petitioner. 

Limitep 1n Caancery. 

Anglo-ltalian Pulp and Paper Making Company, Limited.—By an 
order made by ,V.C. Hall, dated July 26, it was ordered that the 
above company be wound up. Renshaw and Renshaw, Suffolk lane, 
Cannon st, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Passenger General Register Company, Limited.—V.C. Bacon has fixed 
Aug 13, at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official 
liquidator. 

Patent Riband Telegragh Post Ccmpany, Limited.—By an order 
made by the M.R.. dated July 24, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Pritchard and Co, Painters’ Ha'l, agents 
for Grundy and Kershaw, Manchester, solicitors for the petitioners. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery, 
Last Day of Proof. 
TuEspay, July 27, 1875. 

Baneroft, Jabez, Dean Inglotton, York, Yeoman. Sept3. Bancroft v 
Bancroft, M.R. Wright and Waterworth, Keighl ey 

(ark, Ann, Green Lanes, Stoke Newington. Sept}, Clark v Ramsden, 
V.C. Hall. Pike, Austin friars 

Jones, John Philpot, Marloes rd, South Kensington, Architect. Oct 1. 
Jones v Jones, V.C. Hall. Pamphiloo, John st, Adelphi 

Nichols, Thomas Jones, Yochleton, Sa!op, Gent. Sept 1. Thursfleld 
VNichols, V.C. Hall. Burd. Shrewsbury 

Owen, Elizabeth, Worcester. Sept 1. Jackson v Tomkins, V.C. Hall. 
Webbe, Ledbury 

Richards, David, Manchester, Hat Manufacturer. Sept 10. Hilton v 
Jones, V.C. Malins. Hall, Manchester 


‘ Fripay, July 30, 1875. 

Brackenbury. Langley Joseph, Alford, Lincoln, Solicitor. Sept 24, 
Cooke v Allen, M.R. Allen, bedford row 

Eat, Hannah, Witney, Oxford. Sept}. V.C. Hall. Westell, Witney 

Grant, Henry James, Langmore House. Charmouth, Dorset Commander 
RN. Sept 21. Young v Babb, V.C. Hall. Young, Essex st, 


Haynes, Solomon, Wendover. Bucks, Shopkeeper, Sept 10. Haynes v 
helor, MR. Clarke, High Wycombe, Bucks 

Maria Fathers, Clapton Court, Crewkerne, 

Oct 29. Coles v Coles, M.R. ; 
y Samuel, St Swithin’s Inne, Solicitor. Sept 30. Towgood v 

, , M.R. Parker, Bedford row 

Worsencroft, Thomas, Warren st, Edgley, Cheshire, Gent. Sept 1. 
t v Barlow, V.C. Hall. Vaughan, Heaton Norris 


Tvuespay, Aug 3, 1875. 

Beaumont, Thomas, Sutten st, Commercial rd, House Decorator. Sept 
21. Treliving v Beaumont, V.C. Hall. Carpenter and Sons, Brabant 
Court, Philpot lane es 1 

ct 15. 


Robert, Craven hill gardens, Middlesex, Merchant. 
Benson v Benson, M.R. Kelley, Russeli square 

John, Burwell, Cambridge, Publican. Sept 1. Pike v Hills, 
Peed, Cambridge 


R. 


Somerset. 





Eustace, Charles. Stannard, Rober‘stown, Kildare, Captain 82nd Regt. 
Sept 15. Eustace v Lloyd, V.C. Bacon. Linay, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Jeremy, George, Lea Combe House, Axminster, Devon, Esq. Oct 1. 
Fownes-Luttrell v Clarke, V.C. Mulics. Clarke and Lukin, Chard, 
Somerset 

Nock, John, Foster st, Stourbridge, Worcester, Gent. Sept 30. Nock v 
Nock, V.C. Malins. Holberton, Brierley hill, Staffordshire 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Tuespay, July 27, 1875, 
Ainsley, John, Rhydypenaa, Glamorgan, Farmer. 
Cardiff 
Bailey, Mary, Torquay, Devon. 
Torquay 
Bailey, William, Torquay, Devon, Builder, 
Wolien, Torquay 
Bell, John, Timperley, Cheshire, Gent. Sept 1. 
Bentley, Michael, Knottingley, York, Gent. 
fract 
Broadbent, Thomas, Ardwick, Lancashire, Esq. Sept 30. 
and Co, Manchester 
Cheetham, Charles, Sheffield, Bookk3eper. Ang 23. Taylor, Sheffield 
Colquhoun, David Daiglish, Penn rd villas, Holloway. Sept !, Nash 
and Co, Queen st, Cheapside 
Cundell, Walter, Oxford, Boot Factor, Aug 30. Deacon and Co 
Sept 2. Hodson, Lichfield 


Southampton 
Ede, Charlotte, Hillingdon, Middlesex. 
Fowler, John, Sheffield. Aug24. Bardekin and Co, Sheffield ® 
George, Timothy, Stapleford, Lincoln, Farmer. Sept 29. Newbold 
and Falkner, Newark-upon-Trent 
Goff, Joseph, Downton, near Salisbury, Wilts, Esq. Oct le 
Aug 20. Prichard and Son, 


Sapt23. Williams, 


Oct 39. Hooper and Wollen, 


Oct 30, 


Brett, Manchester 
Sept 1. Carter, Ponte- 


Hooper and 


Swinburne 


Freshfields and Williams, Bank buildings 

Helvar, Caroline, Pitminsier, Somerset. 
Taunton 

Hutchins, Josina Frances, Southampton. 
Southampton 

Kelly, Martin, Manchester. Sept 1. 

Norden, Benjamin, Ramsgate, Kent, Esq. 
bury st, Strand 

Osborn, Sherard, Charles st, Berkeley square, Rear Admiral R.N. 
Nov 6, Allison, Louth 

Place, Francis, Folkestone, Gent. Sept 15. 

Procter, Elizabeth, Elm Court, Starcros:, Devon. Aug 3i. 
Co, Essex st, Strand 

Roever, Harriet, Culchester, Essex. Aug 27. Pope, Colchester 

Singleton, William, Leeds, Brewer. Sept 8. Paterson and Co, Chane 


cery lane 
Teape, Tobiah, St Germans place, Blackheath, Esq. Septi4. Robins, 
Sept 29. 


Sept 30. Deacon and Co, 
Cob3ett and Co, Manchester 
Nov 14, Hodgson, Salis 


Parker, Bedford row 
Tylee and 


Guildha!' chambers, Basinghall st 

Teml+tt, Elizabeth, Westbury-upon-Trym, Bristol. 
and Co, Bristol 

Tennent, Ann, Greatham, Durham. 
Stockton-on-Tees 

Thomas, Mary Ann, Cowbridge, Glamorgan. 
Cardiff 

Timmins, Frederick, Birmingham, Brassfounder, 
Spencer, Birmingham 

Tomlinson, Matthew, Hawkeshead, Lancashire, Gent. 
Manchester 

Wright, John Wildbore, Partstone, Dorset, Gent. Aug 31. 
Gray’s inn square 


Fry 
Sept 1. Newby and Co, 
Sept 23. Williams, 
Webb and 


Sept 1. 


Sept 29. 
Brett, 
Bowker, 


Farpay, July 30, 1875. 

Almond, William, Wonersh Lodge, North park, Eltham, Army 
Accoutrement Manufacturer. Nov 1. Noon and Tiddeman, Blome 
field st 

Beasley, John, West Bromwich, Colliery Clerk. Oct 12. Wright, Olde 
bury, Worcestershire 

Blakeley, Sarah Ann, Bowers Gifford, Essex. Woodard, 
Ingram court, Fenchurch st 

Bowtell, Sophia, Great Yeldham, Essex. Sept 7. Harris and Morton, 
Halstead, Essex 

Brown, Alexander, Dirham Lodge, Lordship lane, Wood green, Gent. 
Aug 31. Welle, Percy st, Bedford square 

Brown, Thomas, Glan-y-cafo, Llanwenarth Ultra, Monmovth, Maltster. 
Aug 12. Walford and Gable 

Coxon, James Henry, Burdon terrace, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. 
Sept 30. Dees 

Dicken, Perry, Ashby-de-lc-Zouch, Doctor of Medicine. Oct 31. 
Smith and Mammatt, Ashby-de-la-Zouch 

Foster, James, Penrith, Cumberland, Tailor. Sept1. Varty, Penrith 

French, Ann, Bisopwearmouth,Durham, Sept18. Ransonand Nelson, 
West Sunniside, Sunderland 

Griffiths, Thomas, Grenville st, Newport, Gent. 
Price, Pontypriad 

Gow, William, Camden square,Gent. Sept l. Austin, Coleman st 

Hugill, Benjamin, Havelock st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. Aug 
28. Garbutt, Collingwood st, Newcs stle-upon-Tyne 

Helyar, Caroline, Poundisford Lodge, Pitminster. Aug 20. Pinchard 
and Son, Patel st, Taunton 

Iveson, Athelstan, London st, Contractor. Sept 8. 

St Paul’s churchyard 

Lister, Arthur Thomas, Gainsborough, Auctioneer. Sept7. Burton 

Llewellyn, Eliza Williama, Warbrook, Eversley, Hants. Sept 1. Hacon, 
Fenchurch st 

Marsson, Josiah, Brompton, South Australia, Gent. Aug3!. Trinder 

Mathias, William George, Queen st east, Pembroke Dock, Draper. 
Aug 3!. Parry, Pembroke Dock 

Meyer, James, Sicn hill, Clifton, Aug 31. Jackson andCo, Chancery 


Sept 29. 


Sept 1. Spickett and 


Parker and Co, 


ane 

Newton, Joseph, St Agnes, Ccrnwall, Gent. Sept 29. Downing, Red- 
ruth 

Pond, John, Godmanchester, Huntinglon, Dairyman. Sept 8. 
Hunnybun and Son 

Randall, Louisa, West Cliff gardens, Folkegtona, Sept]. Clarkes and 
Co, Gresham House, Old Broad st 
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Rawley, Elizabeth Harriet, High st, Notting hill, Aug26. Tatton, 
High st, Kensington 

Sansome, Hannah, Brighton rd, Moseiy, Worcester. Oct 1. Keary 
and Co 


Scott, Harry, Langton, Angus Hotel, New Bridge st, Blackfriars. 
March 31. Shepheard and Sons, Finsbury circus 

Smith, John, High st, Fulham, Butcher. Aug 26. Tatton, High st, 
Kensington 

Smitherman, John, Bryn Allt, Hertford, Aug 27. 
Mark lane 

Smither, Maria Eliza, Shacklewell lane, South Hackney, Carman’ 
Sept 6. Baddeley and Sons 

Swanson, Amy,Margate. Aug 16. Reeve, High st, Margate 

Watts, Elizabeth, King’srd, Cheisea. Sept7. Hamond, Chancery 


Young and Sons, 


lane 
Whitaker, Mary, Grove place, New End, Hampstead. Sept il. Briggs 


Harting and Sons, 


Sept 10. Moody, 


and Vaughan, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Whitchurch, Sophia, Bideford, Devon. Aug 14. Oliver and Botterell 

Quality court, Chancery lane 

Torspar, Aug 3, 1875. 

Awdry, Rev Charles Roston Edridge, Dracot Cerne, Wilts. Sept 

6. Awdryand Clarke 

Ayra, Elizabeth Sarah, Ravensbourne villas, Anglesea rd, St Mary 

Cray. Sept 29. Barrett, Leadenhall st 

_~ Joseph, St Mary Cray, Kent, Gent, Sept 29. Barrett, Leaden- 

all st 

Bayliss, Edmund, Finstock, Oxford, Yeoman. Novl. Kilby and Co, 

Chipping Norton 

Blackburn, Thomas, Coningsby, Lincoln, Gardener. Oct 1. Wise and 

Harwood, Boston 

Casey, Rev William, Marnhall, Dorset. Sept 1. 

Lincolin’s inn fields 

Clegg, Thomas, Manchester, Calico Printer. Aug 29. Norrisand Wood, 

St James's square, Manchester 

Emery, Alice, Derby. Sept 10. Moody, Derby 

Comme, William, Arnold, Nottingham, Farmer. 

rby 

Griffen, Sarah, Portswood, Hants. Aug23. Sharp and Co, Southamp- 

toa 

Bill, John, High et, Watferd, Outfitter. Oct 31. Pugh, Watford 

Ive, Mary Ano, Earl's terrace, Kensington. Aug 30. Maddox and 
Co, Pall mall 

Jenkins, Rev Henry, Stanway, Essex, Oct 1. Howard and Co, 
Colchester 

Kennard, John Debock, Grand parade, Hastings, Upholsterer. Septl. 
Aitkens, Ticeburst 

Mills, Charlotte Mary Letitia. Weston Lodge, Mannamead, Plymouth. 
Nov 1. Woollcombe and Co, Ker st, Devonport 

Monseli, Rev John Samuel Bewley, Egham, Surrey. Sept 30. Palmer 
and Co, Trafalgar square 

Rogers, Neah, Bradford, Quarrymaster. 
Bradford-on-Avon 

Scott, John, Copford, Essex, Farmer. Sept 15. 
chester 

Seabrook, Mary Ann, East Ham, Essex. 
Sept i. Barrett, Leadenhall st 

Smith, Joseph, Rosoman buildings, Islington, Coffee House Keeper. 
Aug 28. Mote, Finsbury circus 

Wootman, Thomas, Hemel Hempstead, Herts, Auctioneer. Aug 31, 
Day, Hemel Hempstead 


Sept i. 
Smythies and Co, Col- 
Licensed Victualler. 


Stone and Sparks, 


Bankrupts. 


Frivay, July 30, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Hal!, Thomas, Maitland park villas, Haverstock hill, Pet July 29. 
Hazlitt. Aug 19 at li 
Harker, William Jarvis, Eton rd, Haverstock hill Gent. Pet Jaly 29. 
Hazlitt. Aug 17 at 11.30 
Paterson, Peter Hay, The Albany, Piccadilly, no trade, Pet July 27. 
Murray. Aug |2 at 12 
Whitmee, W F , Granville square, King’s cross. Pet July 28, 
Hazlitt. Aug l7at il 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Ayling, Nathaniel, High st, Wandsworth, Boot Maker. Pet July 27, 
Willoughby. Wandsworth, Aug 13at 11 

Buckley, Benjamin, and Jacob Buckley, Brassington, Limestone Mer- 
chants. Pet July 27. Weller. Derby, Oct7 at 10 

Easton, Anne, Keswick, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Pet July 28, Waugh. 
Cockermouth, Aug 23 at 3 

Edwin, Carolire Pettifher, Cheltenham, Gloucester. Pet July 23. Gale 
Cheltenham, Aug 17 at 2.3) 

Foster, Emanuel Taylor, Newcastle-on-Tyne, Ale Merchant, Pet July 
26. Mortimer. Newcastle, Aug 12 at 11.30 

Key, Adam, Cockermouth, Cumberiand,Grocer. Pet Jaly 26. Waugh. 
Cockermouth, Aug :2 at | 

Lucas, James Moore, Usk, Monmouth, Builder, Pet Jaly 26. Roberts. 
Newport, Aug 13 at 11 

Pritchard, William, Pontrilas, Hereford, Timber Haulier, Pet July 10. 
Reynolds. Hereford, Aug 17 at 10 

Openshaw, William, Manchester, Innkeeper. Pet July 28, Kay. Man- 


chester, Aug 19 at 9,30 
Bidiey, Toomas Lewis, Leominster, Baker, Pet July 28. Robinson, 
Leominster, Aug 11 at3 
Robinson, Adam, Crookrise, York, Farmer. Pet July 20. 
Bradford, Aug 17 atll 
Simonds, Henry Cabourn, Skirbeck Quarter, Lincoln, Seed Crasher. 
Pet July 24. Staniland. Boston, Aug 10 at 12.30 


Daniel, 


Torspay, Aug. 3, 1875, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in don. 
Bond, William, Garway rd, Westbourne grove, Dyer, Pet July 31. 





Hazlitt. Aug 17 at 12,30 


Graham, John, Wood st, Warehouseman. Pet July 29. Hasiy 
Aug 18 at 11 

Garcia, Edward, Manager of the Knightsbridge Music Hall, Pet Jay 
31, Hazlitt. Aug 13 at 12 

Orpen, Daniel, Denmark terrace, Denmark hill, Cheesemonger, Py 
July 31, Hazlitt. Aug 17 at 12 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Smith, Thomas, Milford, near Stafford, Innkeeper. Pet July 29, Syily. 
bury. Stafford, Aug 20 at 10 
Stott, Samuel. Milnrow, Lancashire, Flannel Faller. Pat July 4, 
Tweedale. Oldham, Aug 18 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Farivar, July 30, 1875. 
Canning. john, Great Winchester st buildings, Engineer's Secretary 
July 27 ‘ 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripart, July 30, 1875. 

Adams, Ernest Michael Underhill, Southwold, Suffolk, Brewer. Aug 
12 at 3 at offices of Rix, Westgate st, Ipswich. Stevensand Bawtre, 
Witham, Essex 

Berry, John, Saunder Rake, Chipping, Chair Maker. Aug IT atily 
the Old Dog Inn, Preston. Radcliffe, Clayton st, Blackburn 

Barker, Thomas, Tarnfield House, Workington, Accounts gt. Augit 
at 11 at the Station Hotel, Workington. Thompson, Edkig & 
Workington . 

Batch, Jacob Peter, Camberwell Wharf, Addington square, Camberwell, 
Pavior. Aug 19 at 3 at offices of Jenkins, Tavistock st, 3 trand 

Benson, Joseph, Brougham st, Sunderland, Jeweller. Aug 13 atl y 
offices of Haswell, Norfolk st, Sunderland 

Broel, Joseph, Oakfield rd, Penge, Foreign Correspondent. Aug 12 a 
2 at cffices of Allen and Edwards, Old Jewry 

Brewer, Thomas Ling, High st, Ramsgate, Cement Merchant. Augi) 
at 12 atthe Guildhali Coffee House, Gresham st. Sankey and Co, 
Cnapel place, Ramagate 

Bowen, Thomas, Wood st, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Aug 12 s 
3 at offices of Ritson, Dale st, Liverpocl 

Bennett, George, High st, Lymington, Draper. Aug 10 at 2 at offices 
of Barnard aud Co, Alb.on chambers, Bristol. Henry and Co, Small 
st, Bristol 

Bridle, Charles Joseph William, Upper Arandel st, Landport, Engineer, 
Aug 14 at 4 at offices of King, North st, Portsea 

Bridie, Samuel, Pleck, Walsall, Miver, Aug 13 at 3 at offices of 
Duignan and Co, The Bridge, Walsall 

Birtley, Joseph, Forster st, Gateshead, Publican, Aug 13 at lta 
offices ef Woolston, Hilis st, Gateshead 

Brennan, James, Kirkgate, Huddersfield. Grocer. Aug 9 at 3 at offices 
of Learoyd and Learoyd, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 

Clarke, William Henry, Air st, Brighton, Stationer. Aug 14 at 12 at 
offices of Bertie and Drawbridge, Great James st, Bedford rov, 
Goodman, Prince Albert st, Brighton 

Cliffe, Thomas, Westminster chambers, Victoria st, Westminster, no 
occupation. Aug 7 at 3 at offices of Johnson, Arundel st, Strand 

Cloderay, Eleanor, Infirmary st, Bradford. Aug 18 at 3 at offices of 
Mumford, Piece Hall yard, Bradford 

Cooke, Jonath»n, New st, Ossett, Joiner, Aug 18 at 10.30 at offices of 
Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsbury 

Cottrell, Isaac, Fazeley st, Birmingham, Cabinet and General Bras 
founder, Aug 16 at 11 at offices of Duke, Temple row, Birmingham 

Cranston, Alfred, Wisbech St Peter, Cambridge, Upholsterer, Aug 0 
at 2 at offices of Taylor and Co, Furnival’s inn, Holborn, O 
York row, Wisbech 

Dadson, William Frederick Portlock, Strand, Retired Captain R.M.LL 
Aug 10 at 2 at the Guildhall Coffee House, Guildhall yard. Shepheard 
and Sons, Finsbury circus 

Duncan, Henry, Cavendish st, Sheffield, Draper. Aug 11 at 11 a 
offices of Binney and Sons, Sheffield 

Dickie, David, Bath row, Birmingham, Tailor, Aug 9 at 10.15 a 
ottices of East,'Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Drewe, Albert Cecil Robert, broadnempury, Geat. Aug 21 at 4.30 at 
offices of Burrow, Collumpton, Levon 

Fellows, Benjamin, Hall st, Dudley, Grocer. Aug 9 at 3 at offices of 
Fitter, Bennett’s hill, Kirmingnam 

Flack, David, Church st, Barrow-in-Furness, Tailor, Aug 13 at 3 at 
Sharp’s Temperance Hotel, Strand, Barrow-in-Furness. Williams, 
Strand, Barrow-in-Furness 

Foster, Thornton, London rd, Nottingham, Saddler. Aug 16 at ll at 
offices of Black, Low pavement, Nottingham 

Garrett, William Bax, Bridge st, Milton-next-Sittingbourns, Printer. 
Aug 7 at 3 ut offices of Evans and Eagles, John st, Bedturd row 

Griffin, William, Arthur st chambers. Aug 16 at 3 at offices of 
Pattison and Co, Lombard st 
Henry, James, High et, Gateshead, Grocer, Aug 11 at 11 at offices of 
Bush, St Nicholas buildings, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Hahn, Carl Wilhelm Gottiob, Walsall, Manufacturer of Fancy Lesther 
Goods. Aug 12 at 3 at offices of Bill, Bridge st, Walsall 

Hayes, Thomas, Fennell st, Manchester, Provision Merchant, Aug \6 
at 3 at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 

Heys, Ralph Heatley, Southport, Wine Merchant, Aug 13 at Il #& 
offices of Ford, The Temple, Dale at, Liverpool. Oarruthers, Claytoa 
et Liverpool 

Halliwell, Joseph George Bentinck, Great George #t, Wigan, Book- 
keeper. Aug 14 at 11 at offices ot Lees, King st, Wigan 

Hare, Telo Sittred, Mosley hil! rd, Liverpool, Merchant. Aug 12st 2 

at the Law Association Rooms, Cook at, Liverpool, Martia, Liver 


ol 
wasn, Willlam Henry, Roundhay rd, Leeds. Provision Dealer. Aug 
9 at 2 at offices of Emsley, East parade, Leeds 
Holmes, Thomas, Kast House, Sherborne rd, Balsall heath, Genera! 
— Aug 1] at 11 at offices of Davies, Bennett's hill, Birming- 
am 
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, 99 », Francis Elam, Orwell Lodge, Elm grove, Southsea, Lieut R N 
+ Hani ing 18 at 4 at offices of King, North st, Portses 
fall John Andrew, Narrow bridge st, Peterborough, Jeweller. Aug 
+ Pet Jy ai 12 at offices of Hedges, Fesewe Ste Lam ag ¥ 
igh, George, Market place, Dewsbury, Glass er. Aug 17at 10.30 
monger, Py ‘offices of Scholes and Son, s rd, De wsbury 
hinton, Marley George, Hamptun Court Palace, Lieutenant 8th 
puears. Avg 3 at 12 at offices of Browne, St James's st, Piccadiliy 
ekson, Aaron, D’Arcy st, Sunderland, Jeweller, Aug 15 at 11 at offices 
Graham and Graham, John st, Sunderland 
inson, Thomas, Westgate, Guisborough, Tailor. Aug 12 at 12 at 
gfices ot Rooke ard Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 
s, Oven, Llanerchymedd, Anglesey, Currier, Aug 13 at 2 at the 
Hotel, Bangor. Roose, Almweh 
Stephen, High st, Islington, Grocer. Aug 20 at1 at the Guild- 
pili Coffee House, Gresham st. Sadgrove 
on, Robert, Hartford, Cheshire, Shopkeeper. Aug 17 at 3 at offices 
ofCheshire and Son, Northwich 
nson, Edward, Austin friars passage, Commission Agent, Aug 12 
‘tbat offices of Chapman, Fencharch at 
wp, Thomas, Pentonville rd, Dining Room s Proprietor. 
stoffices of Philp, Budge row, Cannon st 
Hott, Thomas, Back Church !ane, Whitechapel, Glass Manufacturer. 
jug 7 at Te the Cherry Tree Tavern, Back Church lane, White- 
. Bilton 
, Alfred John, Headless Cross, near Redditch, Soda Water 












ly 29, Srily. 
Pat July », 










"8 Secretan, 






Aug 24 at 4 






fewer. Ay 










ig 

= at Menvfacturer. Aug 16 at 3 at offices of Simmons, Evesham st, Red- 

at. Aug it lambert, Francis Devereux, and Richard John Lambert, Gracechurch 

» Edkia st, Ship Owners. Aug 19 at 2 at the London Tavern, Bishopsgate st, 

C Stocken and Jupp, Lime st square 

ambernel, k, Richard, Wakefield rd, Bradford, Saddler, Aug 12 at 3 at 
and ofices of Atkinson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 





McClelland, Charles Grey, Fenchurch st, Merchant. Aug 23 at 2 at 16, 


Tokenhouse yard. Murray and Co, Birchin lane 









Aug 12 g Morgan, David, Bridgend rd, Maesteg,Grocer. Aug 17 at 11 at offices 
of Morgan, High st, Cardiff 

at. Augig fm Morrison, Robert, Great George st, Liverpool, Upholsterer. Aug 17 at 

ey and Cy, —m Satoffices of Nordon, Cook st, Liverpool 





Newcombe, Christopher, Calstock, Cornwall, Mason. Aug 13 at 12.30 








Aug 12 at J atthe Bedford Hotel, Tavistock. Rodda, Plymouth 

(utfield, Thomas, Borough rd, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Grecer. Aug 10 
at offices ME at Satoffices of Bretherton and Hannan, Dancan st, Birkenhead. 
L Co, Small 1a 





Oatfie 

Park, Charles, West Field, Nottingham, CornMerchant, Aug 14 at 12 
at offices of Newton and Jones, East Retford 

Pincott, William Ebenezer, St Mary st, Cardiff, Furniture Broker. Aug 
Yat 3 at offices of Morgan, High st, Cardiff 

Mant, Herbert, Hampden rd, Peterborough, Beerhouse Keeper. Aug 
M4 at 11 at offices of Rutland and Graves, Priestgate, Peterborough 

Tope, Peter, Westbury-on-Trym, Gloucester, Bill Broker, Aug 7 at 12 
atoffices of Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 

Price, Edwin, Osler st, Ladywood, Birmingham, Grocer. Aug 20 at 3 
itoffices of Rowlands and Bagnall, Colmore row, Birmingham 

luteliffe, John, Eastgate, Stafford, Architect. Aug 16 at 3 at the Ross 
and Crown Hotel, Stafford. Dale, Museum st, york 

Teed, William, St Andrew’s st, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, Builder. 
Aug 26 at 2 at The Guildhall, Bury St Edmunds. Gross 

Rees, Jane, Brynmawr, Brecon, Innkeeper. Aug 10 at 12 at offices of 
Browne, Market chambers, gt ree 

Boebuck, Henry, East parade, Huddersfield, Yarn Spinner. Aug 17 at 
Sat offices of Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsbary 

Robson, Elizabeth, and Jane Robson, Hector st, Gateshead, Hatters. 
















al Brass. Ang 12 at 12 at offices of Robson, Town Hall, Gateshead-on-Tyne 
mingham @ Ritinson, John, Heaton lane, Heaton Norris, Stockport, Baker. Aug 
Aug lt Wat 4 ut offices of Best, Lower King st, Manchester 
Ollard, Tubingon, John, Feany st, Higher Broughton, Lancashire, Beerseller, 






Aug 13 at 3 at offices of Gardner, Brown st, Manchester 
Snith, William, Greasbrough rd, near Rotherham, York, Grocer. Aug 
Nat 31 at offices of Willis, Church st, Rotherham 
, Willism, Great St Andrew’s st, Bloomsbury, Clothier. Aug 7 at 
ll at offices of Willis, St Martin’s court, Leicester square 
enson, Amos, Newbottle st, Houghton-le-Spring, Durham, 
Draper. Aug 13 at 1 at offices of Tilley, Norfolk st, Sunderland 















v0.15 at Stevenson, Leonard, Norfolk st, Nottingham, Jeweller. Aug 17 at 11 at 
t 4.30 at offices of Black, Low pavement, Nottingham 
, Samuel, Gibson terrace, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Grease 
ices of Merchant. Aug 11 at 1! at offices of Tiley, Norfolk st, Sunderland 
Sreeny, Miles James, Crown st, Bolton, Cork Manufacturer. Aug 11 
it 3 at at 3at ofices of Northgraves, Bradford buildings, Bolton 
liams, , Alfred, St Thomas st, Southwark, Export Merchant. Aug 18 at 
2at 16, Philpot lane. Summerhays, Gresham House 
t LL at Totterdell, Edward Joseph, St Paul’s churchyard, Parasol Manufacturer. 
Ang 9 at 2 at cffices of Terry, King st, Cheapside 
inter y, George, farnley, York, Market Gardener, Aug 10 at 2 at 
; . of Pullan, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 





Walker, William George, Handsworth Woodhouse, near Sheffield, 
eers’ Tool Maker. Aug !3 at 11 at offices of Greaves, 
Nofolk row, Sheffield 
wright, Bernard, Dadley rd, Birmingham, Omnibus Proprietor: 
ane at 10.15 at offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Bir- 


tingham 
Williams, John, Martha st, St George’s East, Dairyman, Aug 24 at 2 








Lug 16 At offices of Jackson, Cannon st 
c » Thomas, Arthur st, Newington, Kirkella,t York, Bricklayer. Aug 
i at Miat 12 at the George Hotel, Whitefriargate, Kingston-upon-Hull, 






ek, Parllament st, Hull 
ughby, Thomas, Otle rd, Bradford, Stone Mason and Contractor* 
i. ng 16 at 3 at.offices of Hutchinson, Piccadilly chambers, Piccadilly, 


pr 
Wood, Patrick, Finsbury chambers, London wall, Financial Agent. 
19 at 3 at offices of Goldberg, West st, Moorgate st 
Eliza, Maidenlane, Nottingham, Fruit Dealer. Aug 16 at 12 
Stottices of Smith, Fletcher gate, Nottingham 











Aug Wright, Francis, Thorpe Acre, Leicester, Grazier. Aug 10 at 11.30 at 

veral tees of Bartlett and Son, Mill st, Loughborough 

ning: %, Philip, St Mary st, Cardiff, Clothier. Aug 13 at! at offices of 
 arnard and Co, Bristol, Stepheus, Bate creacent, Curdiff 














Yule, James, Fenchurch st, Merchant. Ang 19 at2 at the Guildhall 
Coffee House, Gresham st. Phelps and Sidgwick, Gresham st 


Toxspay, Aug 3, 1875. 

Airey, John, snd John Airey, jun, Abercarne, Builders. Aug 16 at 2 at 
the Queen’s Hotel, Newport. Dixon 

Allan, Richard Gill, Grange rd, Darlington, Sewing Machine Agent. 
Aug 20 at 11 at offices of Barron, High row, Darlington 

Allard, Maurice, Duke st, Barrow-in-Furness, Fruiterer. Aug 13 at Il 
at the Ship Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. Preston, Lawson st, Barrow- 
in-Furness 

Anderson, John, John Duncan, and George Gray Anderson, Philpot 
lane, Merchants. Aug 19 at 12 at offices of Parker and Clarke, St 
Michael’s alley 

Barnes, Edmund, Collyhurst rd, Manchester, Machine Broker. Aug 
19 at 3 at offices of Rylance and Barker, Essex st, Manchester 

Baylis, Charles William, Worcester chambers, Foregate st, Worcester, 
Solicitor. Aug 16 at 12 at offices of Corbett, Avenue House, Worcester 

Brown, William. and Charles Brown, Hilton st, Manchester, Ivory 
Turners. Aug |7 at 3 at offices of Sampson, Soath Kiog st, Manchester 

Bryon, John Swift, Hook gate, Grocer. Aug 19 at 1 at the Meynell 
Arms Inn, Ashley. bi and Demp , Eccleshall 

Burman, Charles, Whitewick Mill, Wolvernampton, Miller. Aug 19 at 4 
at the Swan Hotel, New st, Birmingham. Simmons, Bennett’s hill, 
Birmingham 

Busse, Henry, High Holborn, Tailor. 
Montagu, Backlersbury 

Carter, Henry, Box-tree Cottage,{Pear-tree lane, Coseley, Chartermaster. 
Aug 13 at 11 at offices of Stokes, Priory st, Dadley 

Clarke, William Henry, Wimborne Minster, Dorset, Auctioneer. Aug 
17 at 3 at the Kirg’s Head Hotel, Wimborne Minster. Trevanion, 
New st, Poole, Dorset 

Clinkaberry, Charles, Curtain rd, Shoreditch, Chair Manufacturer, 
Avg 14 at 11 at 106, Cheapside. Swaine 

Collins, Edwin, Market st, Wolverhampton, Tobacconist. Aug 14 at 
11 at offices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Cottrell, Samuel, Great Suffolk st, Southwark, Ironmonger. Aug 13 
at 3 at offices of Chipperfield, Trinity st, Southwark 

Coulson, James, Carrington, Lincoln, Wheelwright. Aug 3 at LI at the 
Red Lion Inn, Boston. White, Finkin st, Grantham 

Cramp, Edwin. Warwick,Draper. Aug 25 at 12 at offices of Sanderson, 
Church st, Warwick 

Dewdney, Thomas Worthy, and William Richard Dewdney, Halse Hill 
House, Stoke Canon, Exeter, Paper Manufacturers. Aug 16 at 3 
at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Dixon and Co 

Doughty, John Edward, Bilston, Grocer's Assistant. Aug 16 at 3 at 
offices of Bowen, Mount pleasant, Bilston 

Edwards, Elizabeth, Steam Laundry, Eaton rd, Margate. Aug 17 at 
3 at the Prince of Wales Tavern, High st, Margate. Walford, High 
st, Ramsgate ; 

Eltoft, James Edwin, Gatesida House, Cartmel, Lancashire. Veterinary 
Surgeon. Aug 6 at 3 at offices of Rylance and Baker, Essex st, Man- 
chester 

Evans, Henry, Treorkey, Glamorgan, Builder. 
Hollier and Williams, Church st, Pontypridd 

French, William Wilson, Aycliffe, Darham, Miller. 
offices of Robinson, Chancery lane, Darlington 

Frost, William, Chestergate, Stockport, Provision Dealer. 
at offices of Reddish and Lake, Bridge st, Stockport 

George, James Hill, Fountain st, Ferndale, Glamorgan, Greengrocer. 
Aug 18 at 12 at the Post Office chambers, Pontypridd. Kosser, 


Cannon st, Aberdare 
Gregson, Charles, Queen st, Burslem, Grocer, Aug 10 at 11 at offices 


of Salt, Tunstall 

Hall, Samuel, Dewsbury, Hair Merchant. Aug l2at 3 at the George 
Hotel, Low Moor, Bradfor@. Shaw, Dewsbury 

Hall, James, Arxwrizht st, Nottingham, Builder. Aug 16 at 12 at 
ottices of Acton, Victoria st, Nottingham 

Haines, George, New Duston; Northampton, Commission Agent, 
Aug 18 at 11 at offices of Rands, Newland, Northampton 

Hartopp, John, Swan Tavern, Eagle rd, Great Bridge, Licensed 
Victualler. Aug 12 at 12 at offices of Warmington, Castle st, Dudiey 

Hitchens, William, Westwood, Miller. Aug 21 at 11 at offices of 
Shrapnell, Bridge st, Bradford-on-Avon 

Hockram, Thomas, Ashton Old rd, Openshaw, Lancashire, Grocer. 
Aug 6 at 3 at offices of Marriott and Woodall, Norfolk st, Man- 
chester 

Jacobs, John, Jamaica row, Birmingham, Clothier. Aug 17 at3 at 
offices of Davies, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 

Jaques, George John Bowles, Tothill st, Westminster, Plumber. Aug 

Aug 13 at 2 at offices 





Aug 13 at 12 at offices of 


Aug 9 at 4 at offices of 
Aug 18 at ll at 
Aug 19 at3 


19 at 11 at offices of Heath, Basinghall st 

Johnson, James, Chapel brow, Leyland, Joiner. 
of Cunliffe and Watson, Winckley st, Preston 

Jukes, William, Rowley Regis, Nail Factor, Aug 16 at 3 at offices of 
Stokes, Priory st, Dudley 

Jarvis, Henry Thomas, Mounton, Monmouth, Coal Merchant. Aug 24 
at 12 at offices of Morgan, Dock st, Newport 

Lewis, Mark, Castle st, Tredegar, Tailor. Aug 19 at 12 at offices of 
James, High st, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Law, William farmery, Stamford, Attorney-at-Law. Ang 21 at 2.20 at 
the Stamford Hotel, Stamford. Deacon and Wilkins, Peterborough 

Levy, Armand, Gray’s inn rd, Indian Rubder Dealer, Aug 13 at 2 at 
ottices of Broads and Co, Walbrook. Mayhew 

Lewis, Thomas, Park lane, Southsea, Printer, Aug 18 at 4 at offices of 
King, Norih st, Portsea 

Martin, George, Thomas st, Hackney rd, Timber Dealer. Aug 9 at 12 
at offices of Geaussent, New Broad st 

Merrens, John, Ward’s buildings, Deansgate, Manchester, Lithographic 
Printer. Aug 9 at 4 at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, 
Manchester 

Musgrave, Thomas, Church st, Rotherham, Tailor, Aug 18 at 12 at 
the Angel Hotel, Angel st, Sheffield. Willis, Rotherham 

Nunn, Wiiliam Henry, Clarence st, Dartmouth, Bailder. Avg 20 at 12 
at offices of Carter and Son, Cary buildings, Abbey rd, Torquay 

Palmer, William, Praed st, Paddington, Hatter, Aug 14 at 11 at offices 
of McMallen, Praed st, Paddington 

Prosser, John, Blackmarstone, Hereford, Wheelwright, Aug U7 at 2 

at olfices of Corner, High town, Hereford 
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Ramedale, James, Caxton Printing Works, Bourne st, Eastbourne, 
Printer. Aug 16 at 12at the White Hart Hotel, Lewes. Matthews, 
Terminus rd, Eastbourne 

Reed, George Palmer, Mincing lane, Compton Gifford, Plymouth, Wine 
Merchant. Aug 17 at 12 at Chubb’s Hotel, Old Town st, Plymouth. 
Sole and Gill, St Aubyn st, Devonport 

Saltmer, Eliza, Pontefract, York, Hotel Keeper. Aug 23 at 2 at the 
Green Dragon Hotel, Pontefract. Wond, Pontefract 

Saw, Joseph, Princes Risborough, Buckingham, Innkeeper. Aug 14 at 
2 at offices of Clarke, Easton st, High Wycombe 

Sharp, Thomas Beatt, Mount Broughton, Higher Broughton, Iron Mere 
chant, Aug 10 at 4 at offices of Thorley and Hampson, St James 
square, Manchester 

Smith, George William, Hargreaves et, City rd, Hulme, Size Manu- 
facturer. Ang 153 at 3 at offices of Edwards and Bintliff, Cheapside, 
Chapel walks, Manchester 

Smith, Henry Mansel, and Robert Maine, Swansea, Glamorgan, Coal 
Merchants. Ang 13 at 2.30 at offices of Williams and Co, Exchange 
B.istol. Field, Swansea 

Spencer, Edward Alfred, Anne st, West Widnes, Tailor. Aug 17 at 2 
at offices of Parkinson, Commerce court, Lord st, Liverpoul 

Stanford, Samuel Lambert, and Aifred Hand, Tividale, Tube Manu- 
facturers, Aug 12 at 11 at offices of Jackson, Lombard st, West 
Bromwich 

Tarver, William Cristall, Bridge Wharf, Battersea, Ship Areaker. Aug 
13 at 3 at offices of Mayhew and Soden, Great James st 

Templeton, Robert Mclan, Mile End rd, Licensed Victualler, Aug 18 at 
3 at offices of Smedley, Great James st, Bedford row 

Thomas, Morgan, Dock st, Newport, Wine Merchant. Auz 17 at I12at 
the Grand Hotel, Broadst, Br.stol. Williams and Co, Do ck st, New- 


rt 
ions, William Ejgar, Rodney parade, Newnort, Colliery Pr prie- 
tor. Aug 18 at 11 at offices of Cathcart and Vaughan, Dock st, New- 
port 
Tomlinson, Ralph, Clifton st, Lytham, Tailor. Aug6at3 at offices of 
Jellicorse and Bates, Market st, Manchester 
Tooth, Elizabeth Amelia, Brackley, Northampton, Dressmaker. Aug 
17 at 2 at offices of Weston and Barnes, Brackley 
Tree, Alfred, Abbey rd, St John’s wood, Working Jeweller, Aug 13 at 
2 at offices of Clutton and Haines, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 
Turner, Walter John, Bedford hi!l terrace, Balham, Gent. Aug 14 at 
10 at the Spread Eagle Hotel, Wandsworth. Haynes 
Walker, John, Clevedon, Somerset, Draper. Aug 18 at 12 at offices of 
Murly and Sons, Post-otfice chambers, Bristol 
Walters, George, Caledonian rd, Islington, Boot Manufacturer. Aug 9 
at 3 at the Couch and Horses Tavern, Cniswell st. Chippertield, 
Trinity st, Southwark 
Westworth, William, Lune st, Preston, Cabinet Maker. Aug 9 at 10 at 
offices of Forshaw, Cannon st, Preston 
Whitfield, Thomas, Lingdale lane, near Guisborough, York, Grocer. 
Aug 16 at 2 at offices of Dobson, Gosford st, Middlesborough 
Wilkes, James, Kidderminster, Commission Agent. Aug 10 at 3 at 
offices of Miller and Co, Baxter chambers, Church st, Kidderminster 
Winson, John, Cosby, Lincoin, Innkeeper. Aug 7 at 10 at offices of 
Owston, Friar lane, Leicester 
Younger, Thomas Carr, Crown Point Works, Crown Point Bridge, 
Leeds, Patent Lath and Washing Machine Manufacturer, Augl7 at 
2 at offices of Rohth and Co, Royal Insurance buildings, Park row, 
Leeds. Carr 








UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 
of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated as an oppressive tax 
pon all classes of the community, With a view of applying aremedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, when 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
to their means and the requirements of thecase. The Company als 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all part s 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing full particulars may 
b8 obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application to the Chief Office, 2 
Lancaster-place Strand, W.C. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE # MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, : 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench, 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN’S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, &C 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 

94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONERS, 
ETC. 


SYMONDS INN, 22, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDON, 
L£very description of Printing. 
Gheserr Bills and Answers Cootanee 
8 








‘ospectuses 
Magazines 
oks Newspapers 
Pamphlets Cireu! 
Reports Posters 
Rules Handbills, &., &e. 


Penton tary Minute 
ariiamen’ inutes 
Book 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notia, 








The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate ow 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE in 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. 0 
LS designed and executed. No charge for sketches, Com. 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Flee, 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serieants’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


MINHE GENERAL STEAM NAVIGATION CoM. 
PANY’S fast and splendid STEAMSHIPS leave from of & 
alongside the St. Katharine’s Wharf, near the Tower, for 


HAMBURG.—Every Tuesday, Thursday, and Saturday. Aug 3rd, 5th, 
and 7th, at2 p.m. Fares: Saloon, £2 2s, 6d.; fore cabin, £1 6s, 6, 
Return tickets : Saloon, £3 5s. ; fore cabin, £2 0s. 6d. 


ROTTERDAM.—Every Wednesday and Saturday, at 11 a.m. Fares: 


Saloon, 18s,; fore cabin, 12s, 6d. Return tickets: Saloon, £1 8s. ; fore 
cabin, 19s. 


ANTWERP.—Every Tuesday, Thursday, a nd Saturday, at noo, 
Fares: Saloon, £1 2s. ; fure cabin, 16s. Retura tick ets: Saloon, £1 Mss 
fore cabin, £1 4s. 6d. 


OSTEND.—Every Wednesday and Saturday: August 4th, at 2; 
| 7th,at 4 a.m, Fares: Saloon, Ins.; forecabin, 12s.6d. Return ticketg; 
Saloon, £1 4s. 6d. ; fore cabia, 194, 





BOULOGNE,.—Daily, August Ist and 2nd, at 1 am.; 3rd, a9 
p.m.; 4th, at2; 5th ond 6th, at 3; 7th, at 4; 8th,at 5 a.m. Fares: 
Saloon, 12s.; fore cabin, 84, 64. Retura tickets: Saloon, 18s. 6d.: fore 
cabin, 13s. 


Also from alongside the Irongate Wharf, near the Tower, for 
EDINBURGH.—Every Wednesday and Saturday, at 10 a.m. Faresr 
ar 22s. ; fore cabin, 168. Return tickets: Saloon, 34s. ; fore cabin, 
4s, 6d. 


NEWCASTLE.~--Every Wednesday and Srnday, at 9 a.m. Fares: 
Saloon, 133, 6d.; fore cabin, 8s. 6d. Return tickets: Saloon, 2ls; 
fore cabin, 13s. 


Also from the Custom House Wharf, Lower Thames-street, for 
HULL.—Every Wednesday and Saturday, at 8 a.m. Fares: Sal 
9s, 6d. ; fore cabin, 6s. 6d. Return ticaets : Saloon, 15s. ; fore cabio, 10, 


Passengers land direct on the quay at all the above ports. The 
vessels are most comfortably fitted for passengers, and the arranges 
ments in the steward’s department are uasurpassed. The steward’ 
fees are included in the above-mentioned fares. Retura tickets am 
available for one month. Through tickets are issued to Cologne, Liege, 
and Brussels vid Antwerp and Ostend, to Ghent vii Ostend, to Pats 
vid Boulogne, and to all the principal towns on the Rhine vid Rotten 
dam.—For fares and all other particulars see the company’s time 
tables, to be obtained at the Company’s Orrices, 71, Lombard-street, 
and 37, Regent-circus; and of Messrs. Oppeaman & Co., by Stephen 
s0n’s Statue, Euston-square. 





LASGOW AND THE HIGHLANDS.—ROYAL 
ROUTE, via CRINAN AND CALEDONIAN CANALS by 
Royal Mail Steamer, IONA, from GLASGOW, daily, at Sevea 
a.m., and from GREENOCK at Nine a.m., conveying passengers for 
OBAN, FORT WILLIAM, and INVERNESS. For sailings 
GLENCOE, GAIRLOCH, ROSS-SHIRE (for Lochmaree), STAFPA, 
IONA, MULL, LOCH SCAVAIS, LOCH CORINSK, COULIN HILLS, 
SKYE, LEWIS, and WEST HIGHLANDS, see bill with Map and 
Tourist Fares, free at Caatro & Winpvs’s, Publishers, 74, Pico 
dilly, London; or, by post on application to Davip Hutcueson & Coy 
119, Hope-street, Glasgow, 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


| | ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 

direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantage 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special ite 
sertior of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for advertise 
ment and file of ** London Gazette” kept, By appointment. 


ARR’S, 265, STRAND.- 
Dinnars (from the joirt) vegetables, &c., le. 64., or with Soup 
or Fish, 28, and 2s. 6d, “IfI desire a substantia) dinner off the) 
with the agreeable accompmiment of light wine, both cheap 
good, I know only of one house, and that is in the Strand, close to Danes 
Inn. There you msy wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supp 
yy half a bottle for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June, 18, 1864 
page. 


The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-roomsl* 


— | 








London, Diuners(from the joint), vegetables &c., 1s. 6d, 
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